Beane: “Emancipator” paueeelmiar ants ¢ High-lev le isy on Fergus 


When L local Porn 
66 sTAN NDE 


yam a1l279 


See Dean Sellers Ford 
for your new 
Freedom Machine 


2600 Maple W. Road 
Wee 20: Troy, Michigan 
y) Bee (248) 643-7500 
Ci} www.deansellersford.com 


A MIRC x 
A MIRACLE 


The 5000 Year Leap 

In The 5000 Year Leap, author W. Cleon Skousen explains the 28 
principles that our Founding Fathers thought were essential to 
peace, prosperity, and freedom. These principles have brought 
about more progress in the past two centuries than was made 
in the five millennia that came before. Book (2008ed, 337pp, pb, 
$19.95) BKFTYL, CD/MP3 format (2007, over 8hrs, $9.95) CDFTYL, 
8-CD Audio Set (2007, over 8hrs, $19.95) CDFTYL8 


America’s God and Country 

This encyclopedic book of quotes consists of profound and 
inspiring thoughts from our Founding Fathers, presidents, 
statesmen, scientists, and others. These selections eloquently 
capture America’s noble heritage. The material is alphabetical- 
ly arranged by author, fully footnoted, and indexed by subject. 
(1996ed, 845pp, pb, $20.00) BKAGC 


Give Me Liberty 


This examination of Patrick Henry’s life, compiled in a hard- 
bound edition, reveals him to be a true American patriot and 
hero. Patrick Henry was both a brilliant orator and revered 
statesman whose love of liberty helped fuel the fire of the 
American War for Independence. (1997, 285pp, hb, $15.95) BKGML 


The Declaration of Independence and the Constitution 

This pocket-size booklet (approximately 3.5” x 5”) contains the two most important docu- 
ments in American political history. It is a great reference to have on hand to defend constitu- 
tional principles. (2013ed, 48pp, pb, 1/$2.00ea, 10-49/$1.75ea, 50+/$1.50ea) BKLTDIC 


Man, Freedom, & Government 

Enhanced remake of Ezra Taft Benson’s 1968 filmstrip classic. This DVD provides a roadmap 
for restoring our freedoms and rights. 

Sleeved DVD (2005, 24min, 1/$1.00; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.75ea; 100- 
999/$0.70ea; 1,000+/$0.64ea) DVDMFGS — Cased DVD (2005, 24min, $5.95) DVDMFG 


The Constitution Is the Solution 

The six-DVD Constitution lecture set comes with a CD that includes an instruction manual and 
lecture guides, with talking points and study questions (with answers) for personal study or 
to help you lead a successful workshop series, as well as a Lecture Materials Packet for further 
study. ($45.00). DVDSCSCMP 


Overview of America 

This video explains in a simple fashion the different systems of government throughout the 
world and the different economic principles underlying each type of government — and why 
freedom means prosperity. 

Sleeved DVD (2007, 29min, 1/$1.00; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.75ea; 100- 
999/$0.70ea; 1,000+/$0.64ea) DVDOOAPS — Cased DVD (2007, 29min, $5.95) DVDOOA 
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America Abroad 


This regards the Last Word article entitled 
“Traq’s Agony Based on Gross Deception,” 
by John McManus (July 7 issue). All that 
McManus said in the column is true about 
both U.S. wars with Iraq — under George 
Bush senior and junior — being brought 
into engagement by bureaucratic machina- 
tions behind the scenes, such as when dip- 
lomat April Glaspie carried George H.W. 
Bush’s “green light” message to Saddam 
Hussein in 1990, implying that if he in- 
vaded Kuwait, the United States would not 
interfere. But there’s more information. 

First, it seems probable that the first mili- 
tary conflict with Iraq was fomented to kill 
a U.S. balanced budget act. For a very short 
time, the United States had a requirement 
for a balanced budget. It was called the 
Gramm Rudman Hollings Balanced Budget 
and Emergency Deficit Control Act, passed 
in 1985. Every year when it was necessary 
for the politicians to decide what they were 
going to cut to avoid an across-the-board 
cut — per provisions of the legislation — 
you could hear the screams for miles. 

In 1990, George H.W. Bush essentially 
“invited” Saddam into Kuwait with his 
“green light,” then quickly reversed his 
position, calling Saddam “a dictator worse 
than Hitler” and planning a military inter- 
vention. Somewhere between operations 
Desert Shield (the defense of Saudi Arabia) 
and Desert Storm (the war with Iraq over its 
invasion of Kuwait), it was quietly decided 
that we needed to kill Gramm-Rudman 
until this military situation was past. But 
when it was past, somehow the “until” part 
was forgotten. During much of the Clinton 
administration, the Republican Congress 
actually forced budget constraint, but once 
“Dubya” got in the White House, absence 
of either the Gramm Rudman Hollings Act 
or other constraint resulted in no more bal- 
anced budget or deficit control. 

Second, when “Dubya” Bush and Don- 
ald Rumsfeld ordered the invasion of Iraq 
in Gulf War II, a number of retired generals 
criticized them for going in without enough 
troops. Rumsfeld was quite scornful of all 
such comments. That prompted retired 
Col. David Hackworth to publish a letter 
— withholding the source’s name — from 
a colonel who helped plan the invasion, 
who was incensed because specific units 
that were scheduled to go in for “clean-up 
and control” (MPs and civil administra- 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


tion units) behind the combat troops were 
canceled at the last minute because Rums- 
feld and Bush decided they “weren’t really 
needed.” As a result, when our combat units 
came upon dozens of arms depots — con- 
taining small arms, ammunition, artillery 
shells, and mortar rounds — they couldn’t 
afford to “drop off” troops or try to destroy 
materiel, and had to leave the depots behind 
unsecured. Saddam militias, Jihadis, Moq- 
tada al-Sadr’s Shiite militias, and others 
then looted these unguarded depots, pro- 
viding them the means to inflict casualties 
many times the initial invasion numbers, 
including the horrific costs and carnage of 
improvised explosive devices, in particular, 
long after “Dubya” did his little “mission 
accomplished” celebration. 

Third, after Iraq had been “pacified,” 
our government helped Iraq to adopt a sup- 
posedly “democratic constitution.” But it 
bore little resemblance to our time-tested 
(if too often abused) Constitution: Iraqis 
can vote only for party lists, not directly 
for individual representatives. This indi- 
rect election method is very susceptible to 
corruption, providing no direct account- 
ability of individual candidates or “repre- 
sentatives” to the people. In a nation with 
significant sectarian differences, being 
able to vote for individuals who are con- 
sidered honest can be a major “make or 
break” consideration in performance by, 
and support for, the government. 

RICHARD NOTT 
Wichita, Kansas 


We see that American-citizen support 
for intervention seems to be fading. And 
President Obama does not respond to Re- 
publicans’ calls for “action” in war-torn 
areas. But is there a possibility that with- 
out American leadership, the countries of 
the world will cause so much trouble that 
there is once again a world outcry for a 
one-world government to control the situ- 
ation? UN to the rescue? We don’t want 
our troops in every country in the world, 
but how do we show this leadership role? 
RICHARD RICE 

Sent via e-mail 


Send your letters to: THE NEw AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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Away With Wind Subsidies? 


Relief from high utility bills may be on the horizon. That’s the 
claim of 54 U.S. congressmen who support an end to federal 
wind power subsidies. 

In an August 13 letter to House leadership, Representative Mike 
Pompeo (R-Kan.) and 53 of his colleagues wrote that the wind 
industry survives, not on market demand, but by sponging off tax- 
payers through “‘a combination of state mandates and a federal 
tax credit that is now more valuable than the actual market price 
of the electricity these plants generate.” The congressmen urged 
the House Ways and Means Committee to “allow the most anti- 
competitive and economically harmful tax provisions, specifically 
the wind energy production tax credit (PTC), to expire.” 

The letter argues that “crony” handouts have already cost bil- 
lions of tax dollars, and federal assistance reinforces excessive dis- 
tortions in prices “leading to higher electricity costs for American 
families.” In the past five years, federal funding for wind alone has 
exploded more than ten-fold, from $476 million the year Obama 
took office to $4.98 billion annually. Estimates from the Congres- 
sional Joint Committee on Taxation place a price tag of another 
$13.35 billion for a subsidy extension of just one more year. 

The current wind PTC expired at the end of 2013, but Congress 
can decide to reenact it any time this year. The House Ways and 
Means Committee is scheduled to decide its fate after the August 
recess, but pundits predict the score will be settled in the lame- 


duck session following November’s midterm elections. 

Even if the PTC isn’t renewed, its effects will still be felt for 
another decade. The tax credit that expired in 2013 applies 10 
years’ worth of subsidies to turbine operators. According to the 
IRS, wind developers are eligible for the 2013 PTC provided they 
incurred at least five percent of their construction costs by the end 
of last year. As a result, the Congressional Joint Committee on 
Taxation says the PTC in 2013 alone has a lifetime cost of more 
than $12 billion. 

Despite these statistics, wind still has plenty of champions 
in Congress, so whether the tax credit will be renewed remains 
a mystery. 


Snoops Could Hack Smartphone Gyros to Record Ambient Conversation 


rr 


Just when you thought there was no other way the snoops could 
hack your smartphone, along comes a story in Wired U.K. that 
adds another entry on the list of leaks in the technologically ad- 
vanced telephones. 

In an article published online on August 15, Andy Greenberg 
reported that spies can take control of a smartphone and use it to 
record sound without the consent or cognizance of the user. 

Scientists working with the Israeli military have developed a 
way to turn the phone’s gyroscope into a makeshift microphone 
sensitive enough to record ambient conversations. 

Although certainly very clever, the hack isn’t perfect yet. 
Greenberg reported that the gyroscope-turned-microphone 
“could identify as many as 65 percent of digits spoken in the same 
room as the device by a single speaker” and “could also identify 


the speaker’s gender with as much as 84 percent certainty.” That 
level of accuracy is unsuitable for complex covert eavesdrop- 
ping, but it demonstrates the potential of the procedure. 

Citing information provided by Dan Boneh, a Stanford Uni- 
versity computer security professor, Greenberg noted: 


Boneh argues that more work on speech recognition algo- 
rithms could refine the technique into a far more real eaves- 
dropping threat. And he says that a demonstration of even a 
small amount of audio pickup through the phones’ gyroscopes 
should serve as a warning to Google to change how easily 
rogue Android apps could exploit the sensors’ audio sensitivity. 


Although the experiment has been conducted so far only on 
phones running Google’s Android mobile operating system, simi- 
lar devices manufactured by Apple use gyroscopes for a variety 
of functions, as well, and are thus susceptible to the surreptitious 
recording of sounds. 

Given the ubiquity of smartphones, it seems there will come 
a day when various eavesdropping technologies will combine 
and enable nonstop monitoring of every phone and face-to-face 
conversation. This information, stored on some government com- 
puter, could then potentially be used to blackmail or embarrass 
people who dare defy the decrees of an increasingly autocratic 
federal authority. 


ee 


INSIDE TRACK 


GOP Congressional Hopefuls Look to Join Amash’s Liberty Caucus 


Despite being ruthlessly attacked by establishment Republicans, 
Justin Amash (R-Mich.) won his recent primary and looks likely 
to return to his position as the U.S. House of Representatives 
Liberty Caucus chairman. 

According to a report published August 15 in the Washington 
Examiner, Amash may soon have some help restoring constitu- 
tional restraints on the legislative branch. “Amash is still very 
much in the minority of House Republicans, so even a handful 
of ideologically simpatico colleagues would be a big change for 
the libertarian caucus,” wrote Betsy Woodruff in the Examiner. 

Although there are likely scores of simpatico candidates run- 
ning for state and local office across the country, Woodruff high- 
lighted six congressional candidates in her article, each of whom 
she believes has a shot at joining the roster of libertarian-leaning 
legislators and making things hard on the “moss covered” GOP 
establishment. 

First up is Tom Emmer. He won the GOP primary in Minne- 
sota, and is vying to fill the seat once held by Michele Bachmann. 

Next up on the list of libertarian-leaning congressional hope- 
fuls is Andrew Walter of Arizona. Walter is taking on incumbent 
Democrat Congresswoman Kyrsten Sinema for the privilege of 
serving voters in Arizona’s 9th District. 

The third person on Woodruff’s list of potential Amash allies is 
Stewart Mills of Minnesota. Mills, a 42-year-old former member 
of the Libertarian Party, is running to replace incumbent Repre- 


sentative Rick Nolan. Woodruff reports that Mills “has libertar- 
ians feeling optimistic.” 

Alex Mooney takes the fourth spot on Woodruff’s list. Mooney, 
who is running for an open seat in West Virginia, has the distinc- 
tion of being endorsed by the Republican Liberty Caucus led by 
Amash. 

In the penultimate position in the Washington Examiner piece 
is Californian Carl DeMaio, who, Woodruff wrote, “has also said 
he would support the Amash anti-spying amendment.” 

Finally, Woodruff reported on former professional football 
player-turned-politician Clint Didier. Didier is running against 
another Republican in the race to represent Washington State’s 
4th District. 


Inspectors paneta) Slam Obama Stonewalling in Letter to Congress 


Forty-seven inspectors general from across the federal government 
— many of them appointed by President Obama — wrote to Con- 
gress August 5 warning that their work and investigations were 
being unlawfully impeded. Among other concerns, the officials 
cited denial of access to documents, wild interpretations of statutes 
purporting to authorize the stonewalling, undermining the inde- 
pendence of the inspectors general, and similar tactics being used 
by top administration officials. Analysts said the scheming was 
merely an extension of Obama’s ongoing “war on transparency.” 
Especially problematic, the federal watchdogs said in their let- 
ter to congressional leaders, were the Environmental Protection 
Agency and the Department of Justice. Both of those federal enti- 
ties, of course, have been at the center of seemingly never-ending 
scandals under the current administration, ranging from violating 


record-keeping laws and ripping off taxpayers to arming Mexi- 
can drug cartels and trying to cover it up by lying to Congress 
under oath. Another agency highlighted in the letter as trouble- 
some was the so-called Peace Corps. 

“The undersigned federal Inspectors General write regarding 
the serious limitations on access to records that have recently 
impeded the work of Inspectors General,” the 47 officials wrote 
in their letter to bipartisan leaders of major congressional com- 
mittees. “Refusing, restricting, or delaying an Inspector Gen- 
eral’s access to documents leads to incomplete, inaccurate, or 
significantly delayed findings or recommendations, which in turn 
may prevent the agency from promptly correcting serious prob- 
lems and deprive Congress of timely information regarding the 
agency’s performance.” 

Lawmakers in both chambers of Congress have expressed out- 
rage about the stonewalling. House Oversight Committee Chair- 
man Darrell Issa (R-Calif.), for example, said the developments 
are extremely troubling. “If there is anyone who should have 
transparency, it should be the watchdogs inside the government 
working for the president,” Issa told Fox News in an interview 
after receiving the complaints. “I’ve never seen a letter like this, 
and my folks have checked — there has never been a letter even 
with a dozen IGs complaining.” 

That the federal government’s own watchdogs are sounding the 
alarm ought to be a serious wake-up call to the American people. Hl 
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He Seems to Think Saying No Isn’t a Correct Choice 
“We need to change our mentality. Because we have been in the minority, 
some people are used to saying no. We need to find something we can say 
yes to, something that advances our agenda.” 

Urging fellow Republicans to become more positive, Senator John 
Cornyn (R-Texas) evidently doesn t believe that refusing to support bad 
legislation is always a good practice. 
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Montana Senator Decides to Quit Race for Reelection 
“The research paper from my time at the U.S. Army War College has become a distraction from the 
debate you expect and deserve. I am ending my campaign so that I can focus on fulfilling the responsi- 
bility entrusted to me as your U.S. senator.” 

Appointed as recently as February 2014 to fill the seat formerly held by Senator Max Baucus, who 
resigned to accept an ambassadorial post, Senator John Walsh faced credible charges of plagiarism 
but never admitted it or apologized for it in his statement. 


Texas Sends Its Own State Employees to Police the Border 

“It’s a very bittersweet situation. It’s a clear federal responsibility, but 
they choose not to do the job, so we have no choice but to fill the holes.” 
Texas State Representative Dennis Bonnen is the chairman of a House 
committee studying the fiscal impact of border operations. 


¥ 
." ; Edward Snowden Given Generous Extension to Stay in Russia 
{ “As far as his future status goes, he today can freely move about, includ- 
‘a ing to countries abroad.” 

The former U.S. intelligence specialist was given a three-year residency per- 
mit, not political asylum, according to Russian lawyer Anatoly Kucherena. 


Dennis / 


Bonnen 
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Libertarian Leader Jokes About Republicans and Democrats 

“If we can have 20 different types of Pop-Tarts, maybe we can have more than two types of political 
identification.” 

Reason magazine writer and editor Nick Gillespie showed 20 different flavors of Pop-Tarts at a Lib- 
ertarian gathering in New Hampshire as his way of criticizing the widespread belief that one must be 
either Democrat or Republican. 


As Expected, Hillary’s Book Hard Choices Says Little 

“Despite [Hillary] Clinton’s disingenuous claim in the epilogue about 2016 (‘I haven’t decided yet’), 
no one in her right mind would write a fat book this dull, this unrevealing, and this innocuous unless 
she were running for president.” 

In his “Good Hillary, Bad Hillary” article in New York Magazine, Frank Rich, who generally idolizes 
liberals and abhors conservatives, bares some truth about the worthlessness of Hillary Clinton's book. 


Slain General Was Greatly Admired 

“What a soldier eats, wears, sleeps under or ... has dropped down [to him] supply-wise while out in the 
field deployed ... it’s researched and developed right here on this 78-acre campus. General Greene pushed 
everybody to do every day the best they could on behalf of that soldier who’s deployed.” 

Murdered in Afghanistan by an Afghan soldier thought to be friendly, General Harold Greene for- 
merly served as commandant of the Natick, Massachusetts, Soldier Systems Center. Base Public Affairs 
spokesman John Harlow was one of many who mourned his passing. 


Is Hillary Trying to Sever Her Ties to Ohama? 
“Great nations need organizing principles, and ‘Don’t do stupid stuff’ is not an organizing principle.” 
Interviewed by Jeffrey Goldberg of The Atlantic, former Obama administration Secretary of State Hil- 
lary Clinton seized upon the president's comment about “stupid stuff” to begin distancing herself from 
the increasingly unpopular occupant of the White House. She obviously feels that being attached to him 
is not the smart way to run for president. @ 
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As police powers have become more nationalized and centralized, the abuse of those 
powers has increased dramatically, threatening civil liberty. 


by Joe Wolverton Il, J.D. 


SWAT team blew a hole in my 
\ 2 year-old son.” 

4 X A toddler was put in a 
medically induced coma and hospitalized 
for more than a month after a Cornelia, 
Georgia, SWAT team tossed a flash-bang 
grenade into his crib during the execution 
of a “no-knock” warrant. 

Bounkham Phonesavanh was 19 months 
old and was asleep in his crib when police 
broke down the front door of the residence 
he was in in the early morning hours on 


May 28 and threw the grenade into the 
front room. His mother, father, and three 
sisters were in the room as well. 

In May, the baby’s mother, Alecia 
Phonesavanh, described the ordeal in 
detail, including the relevant account of 
the near-fatal blurring of the line between 
soldier and cop: 


Flashbang grenades were created for 
soldiers to use during battle. When 
they explode, the noise is so loud 
and the flash is so bright that anyone 
close by is temporarily blinded and 


deafened. It’s been three weeks since 
the flashbang exploded next to my 
sleeping baby, and he’s still covered 
in burns. 


As civil unrest engulfs Ferguson, Mis- 
souri, and police patrol the streets in ar- 
mored personnel vehicles and confront un- 
armed citizens while wearing riot gear like 
something out of Robocop, headlines from 
around the country relate similar stories of 
cops training like, dressing like, and acting 
like soldiers. 

“23 Police Officers Fire 377 Bullets at 
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Tiny victim: A photo of 19-month-old Bounkham Phonesavanh, prior to being severely burned by a flash-bang grenade during a SWAT drug 
raid (“after” photo on right), is held by a supporter during a vigil in Atlanta, Georgia. The parents of the burned toddler are shown behind their 


daughters at the vigil. 


Two Men With Zero Guns” is the head- 
line of an article by Conor Friedersdorf 
published in The Atlantic. Friedersdorf 
goes on to recount the unbelievable be- 
havior of Miami law enforcement in pur- 
suit of a suspect: 


The local CBS affiliate has investi- 
gated a police shooting that happened 
there last December. The results are 
jaw-dropping. A man who committed 
armed robbery and shot a police of- 
ficer hours earlier was spotted in his 
automobile, along with a passenger 
who played no role in his crime. Po- 
lice officers gave chase. 

CBS reports what happened next: 

The suspect’s blue Volvo crashed 
into the backyard of a townhouse. 

It was later determined that nei- 
ther the suspect nor the passenger 
was armed. Police officers never- 
theless fired two barrages of bul- 
lets into the vehicle. Witnesses 
say that after the first volley of ap- 
proximately 50 bullets, the two men 
were still alive. 

Anthony Vandiver, who lives in 
a building adjacent to the lot, saw 
the incident. “They were saying put 
your hands up, and the guys were 
still moving after they shot maybe 
50, 60 times,” he said. “And the guy 
tried to put his hands up. And as 
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soon as he put his hands up, it erupt- 
ed again. And that was it for them. 
That guy tried his best to give up. I 
swear to God on everything I love, 
my kids, my momma, everything, I 
seen it all.” 


ties blogger Radley Balko in his February 
4 opinion piece, “Scenes from a milita- 
rized America: Iowa family ‘terrorized.’” 
Balko’s story includes a video of the in- 
cident. Regarding the police department’s 
response, Balko explained: 


Roughly two minutes passed be- 
tween volleys. 

After the second volley both men 
were dead. Said another witness: 
“The policemen that had on the black 
and white vests were out there laugh- 
ing like it was so funny.” 


In another part of the country, cops stormed 
a house wearing masks covering their faces, 
dressed in military special forces-style black 
uniforms and battle helmets. They busted 
down the door using a battering ram, then 
rushed the occupants, seizing and breaking 
one camera and preventing another from 
recording the remarkable scene. 

What was the heinous violent crime 
with which the intended target of the raid 
was charged? Murder? Rape? 

Credit card fraud. 

This is the incredible, incomprehensible 
story told by Washington Post civil liber- 


Finally, note that police department 
officials say they “do not have a writ- 
ten policy governing how search war- 
rants are executed.” That’s inexcus- 
able. Most police departments do. But 
whether or not they’re governed by a 
formal policy, the use of these kinds of 
tactics for nonviolent crimes like credit 
card fraud is hardly unusual, and it’s 
happening more often, not less. I’ve 
reported on jurisdictions where all 
felony search warrants are now served 
with a SWAT team. At least one federal 
appeals court has now ruled that under 
the Fourth Amendment, there’s noth- 
ing unreasonable about using a SWAT 
team to perform regulatory inspec- 
tions. To be fair, two others have ruled 
that such tactics are not reasonable. 
But it’s concerning that this would 
even be up for debate. We have plenty 


A toddler was put in a medically induced coma atter a Cornelia, 


Georgia, SWAT team tossed a flash-bang grenade into his crib 


during the execution of a “no-knock” warrant. 
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SWAT — militarizing Mayberry: Thanks to federal government grants, many small towns and 
medium cities now sport armored vehicles and other military-style equipment, such as this 
“rescue vehicle” of the Eugene Police Department in Eugene, Oregon. 


of discussion and analysis about when 
searches are appropriate. We also need 
to start talking about how. 


Transformation of Police 
In a free society, police officers are more 
likely to be viewed as friends whose pur- 
pose is “to protect and serve” their fellow 
citizens. Their numbers are few and their 
firepower and other means of enforce- 
ment are not so immense and intimidating 
as to cow and overawe the local citizenry, 
from whom, ultimately, they receive their 
authority — and their paychecks. In an 
authoritarian or totalitarian society, on 
the other hand, police officers are viewed 
with fear and suspicion as agents of a des- 
potic central government, vested with the 
authority and means to deprive the hapless 
citizenry of life, property, and liberty at 
whim. In many countries, the police force 
is a ubiquitous, nationalized gendarmerie 
that is indistinguishable from the military 
establishment, of which it is, in many 
cases, merely a subsidiary. 

As the number of U.S. troop-heavy for- 
eign interventions decreases, the warcraft 


and weaponry used in battle are now being 
deployed in American neighborhoods as 
the members, machines, and methods of 
law enforcement become increasingly in- 
distinguishable from those of the military. 

This is the situation as revealed in a new 
report published by the American Civil 
Liberties Union entitled “War Comes 
Home: The Excessive Militarization of 
American Policing.” The ACLU provides 
a brief history of the creation and transfor- 
mation of SWAT: 


SWAT [Special Weapons And Tac- 
tics] teams were created in the late 
1960s as “quasi-militaristic” squads 
capable of addressing serious and 
violent situations that presented im- 
minent threats such as riots, barri- 
cade and hostage scenarios, and ac- 
tive shooter or sniper situations. The 
first SWAT team, at the Los Angeles 
Police Department, was developed in 
the wake of a series of emergency sit- 
uations in which local police felt un- 
able to respond as swiftly or as effec- 
tively as was necessary. SWAT teams 


When they are patrolling the streets of their cities, cops these 


days look more like soldiers or Darth Vader-esque Imperial Storm 


Troopers than police, thanks again to the buckets of cash dumped 


into coffers by Homeland Security. 
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have since expanded in number, and 
are used with greater frequency and, 
increasingly, for purposes for which 
they were not originally intended — 
overwhelmingly to serve search war- 
rants in drug investigations. 


To be sure, the ACLU is less than an ob- 
jective, trustworthy source. Besides con- 
stantly utilizing the federal courts to strike 
down the reserved powers of state and 
local governments and increase the power 
of the national government, the ACLU has 
been a frequent ally of totalitarian regimes 
and subversive and terrorist organizations. 
Not only has the ACLU been top-heavy 
with communist and pro-communist lead- 
ers since its founding (e.g., Roger “com- 
munism is the goal” Baldwin, and Com- 
munist Party USA officials Helen Gurley 
Flynn and William Z. Foster), but more 
recently the organization elevated unre- 
pentant Weatherman terrorist Bernadine 
Dohrn to its national advisory board. Nev- 
ertheless, its “War Comes Home” report 
offers further documentation of the mili- 
taristic transformation of our police that 
this magazine and other sources have been 
exposing and opposing. 

In the case of Bounkham Phonesavanh, 
SWAT team members executed the no- 
knock warrant after receiving a tip from an 
informant that the informant had bought 
methamphetamine from a man named 
Wanis Thometheva, the Phonesavanhs’ 
nephew, earlier that day. Precisely the per- 
version of the power documented in the 
ACLU report. 

“War Comes Home” reviews 818 SWAT 
operations from July 2010 to October 
2013. These operations were carried out 
by more than 20 law-enforcement agen- 
cies in 11 states. The 96-page report re- 
veals that the increasingly militaristic po- 
lice — forces equipped, trained, and often 
outfitted by the Pentagon — are behaving 
with a belligerence more at home on the 
battlefield in the face of an armed enemy 
than in neighborhoods while performing 
routine duties once accomplished with 
little more than a squad car and a badge. 

The sources of the funds that equip for- 
merly cash-strapped towns and cities are 
also covered in the ACLU report. As the 
organization writes, 


Law enforcement agencies have be- 
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come equipped to carry out these 
SWAT missions in part by federal 
programs such as the Department of 
Defense’s 1033 Program, the Depart- 
ment of Homeland Security’s grants 
to local law enforcement agencies, 
and the Department of Justice’s Ed- 
ward Byrne Memorial Justice Assis- 
tance Grant (JAG) Program. 


“Neighborhoods are not war zones, and 
our police officers should not be treating 
us like wartime enemies,” the ACLU says. 

The authors of the study recognize 
that their findings are not new, but only 
another brick of evidence in the wall of 
proof incriminating the police for treating 
Americans as suspects, rather than as fel- 
low citizens. 


Homeland Security Co-opts Cops 
Steadily and speedily, the forces of the 
militarized police are denying citizens the 
protections of fundamental civil liberties 
afforded us by the Bill of Rights. While 
there remain legions of law-enforcement 
officers devoted to protecting and serving 
their fellow citizens, the federal govern- 
ment’s proffer of powerful, free (or almost 
free), weapons, vehicles, gear, and tactical 
training is making the allure of becoming 
an unofficial branch of the armed forces ir- 
resistible. 

When they are patrolling the streets of 
their cities, cops these days look more like 
soldiers or Darth Vader-esque Imperial 
Storm Troopers than police, thanks again to 
the buckets of cash dumped 
into coffers by Homeland 
Security. Self-serving bu- 


reaucrats inside the U.S. ae 
government are tirelessly a 
trying to obliterate local <a = 


police forces answerable to fe 
local citizens and promote E 
the consolidation movement 
as a step toward nationaliza- 
tion of all law enforcement. 

These proponents of re- 
gional and national police 
forces desire nothing less 
than the eradication of all 
local police departments and 
sheriffs’ offices, the surren- 
der of state and municipal 
sovereignty, and the con- 
version of cops into federal 
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security agents sworn not to protect and to 
serve their neighbors, but to protect the pre- 
rogatives of politicians, precisely the type 
of tyrannical symbiosis that our Founders 
feared would one day obliterate the liberty 
they sacrificed so much to preserve. 

Take for example the information con- 
tained in a White Paper presented in 2012 
to the House Permanent Select Committee 
on Intelligence. In that report, the Depart- 
ment of Homeland Security (DHS) is en- 
couraged to embark on an “evolving mis- 
sion” away from its ostensible purpose of 
fighting terrorism, toward becoming the 
administrator of an enormous domestic 
intelligence agency resulting from an in- 
tegration of the country’s local and state 
law-enforcement agencies. 

The White Paper was written by the 
Aspen Institute Homeland Security 
Group, co-chaired by former DHS chief 
Michael Chertoff. The blueprint promot- 
ed in the report pushes Congress toward 
green-lighting the growth of DHS and the 
dissolution of local police and sheriffs. 

The organization described in the paper, 
entitled “Homeland Security and Intel- 
ligence: Next Steps in Evolving the Mis- 
sion,” is reminiscent of more-draconian 
governments. For example, one section 
of the report calls for a transition in the 
mission of DHS away from protecting the 
country from the “terrorism” of foreign 
militants and toward “more specific home- 
ward focused areas.” Additional sections of 
the report lay out the plans for building a 
DHS/police hybrid agency that can monitor 


Americans in any town and prevent threats 
from fellow citizens. 

In order to achieve their ultimate aim, 
the authors of the report demand that 
DHS or some other federal agency take 
control of the personnel decisions cur- 
rently made by local police chiefs and 
county sheriffs. “As the threat grows 
more localized,” the report claims, “the 
federal government’s need to train, and 
even staff, local agencies, such as major 
city police departments, will grow.” Put 
another way: The federal government 
will run your local police department and 
sheriff’s office. 

A key component of this proposal is 
the establishment of “fusion centers.” 
The following information is taken from 
a fact sheet on fusion centers posted on 
the DHS website: “A fusion center is a 
collaborative effort of two or more agen- 
cies that provide resources, expertise and 
information to the center with the goal 
of maximizing their ability to detect, pre- 
vent, investigate, and respond to criminal 
and terrorist activity.” 

A description of the functioning of these 
incubators for the forthcoming federal po- 
lice force is also provided on the DHS site: 


State and major urban area fusion 
centers (fusion centers) serve as pri- 
mary focal points within the state 
and local environment for the re- 
ceipt, analysis, gathering, and shar- 
ing of threat-related information 
among federal, state, local, tribal, 
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DHS everywhere? The Department of Homeland Security is becoming increasingly visible throughout America. 
Above, a DHS police officer patrols with his dog in Boston on May 1, 2013, following the Boston Marathon bombing. 
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In order to achieve their ultimate aim, the authors of the 
report demand that DHS or some other federal agency 
take control of the personnel decisions Currently made 
by local police chiefs and county sheriffs. 


and territorial (SLTT) partners.... 
Fusion centers conduct analysis and 
facilitate information sharing, as- 
sisting law enforcement and home- 
land security partners in preventing, 
protecting against, and responding 
to crime and terrorism. 


The literature promoting the acceptance of 
fusion centers lists several ways the new 
federal agency will impose its will on the 
formerly autonomous and accountable po- 
lice chief or county sheriff. 

First, the feds will decide where and 
when to deploy local police department 
personnel. The chief, ifhe still exists, will 
be no more than a functionary required to 
make sure that the orders of the federal 
government are carried out. More likely 
than not, these new missions, in addition 
to purportedly preventing crime in the city 
or county, will engage in the collection of 
information about and apprehension of 
those local citizens identified by a com- 
mittee in Washington as posing a threat to 
national security. Consider the revelation 
in 2009 that Homeland Security’s Office 
of Intelligence and Analysis released a 
document entitled “Rightwing Extrem- 
ism: Current Economic and Political Cli- 
mate Fueling Resurgence in Radicalism 
and Recruitment,” which listed war vet- 
erans, anti-abortion activists, small-gov- 
ernment advocates, and those concerned 
about immigration as terrorist risks. 

Second, DHS (or whichever one of 
the federal agencies eventually takes 
over law-enforcement duties) will train 
new recruits. Policies, procedures, and 
purposes will not reflect traditional (and 
constitutional) goals of law enforcement, 
but will be tailored to training officers to 
perform those duties associated with the 
new, national emphasis of the force, with 
a slant toward federalism. 

Finally, funds for this conversion from 
local police department to outpost of the 
federal law-enforcement agency will be 
provided by the bureaucrats on Capitol 
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Hill. This carrot will be tied to the stick of 
federal control. 


The Allure of Using Technology 
Is there a chance that DHS is funneling all 
this money and materiel to local police to 
prepare them to quell popular uprisings? 
One expert thinks that may be the case. 
Jim Fitzgerald worked for eight years 
as a vice and narcotics squad detective 
in Newark, New Jersey, before joining 
the staff of The John Birch Society. He 
is point man for the conservative organi- 
zation’s “Support Your Local Police and 
Keep Them Independent” initiative. In 
an interview with THE NEw AMERICAN, 
Fitzgerald said there is “virtually no use” 
for the military-grade equipment being 
bought by local law enforcement with 
DHS grant money. “The only reason to 
have this equipment is to use it,” Fitzger- 
ald said, and it is likely it would be used 
against local citizens who have risen up 
and created some sort of civil disorder. 
DHS, Fitzgerald believes, may be an- 
ticipating riots and looks to them as a 
justification for the militarization of the 


police. “They [DHS grants] are not good, 
not healthy, and not constitutional,” 
Fitzgerald added. 

The question that remains is, how long 
will Americans accept this militaristic 
transformation of their local police? Will 
we idly wait until this trend reaches its 
logical conclusion — a police state? At 
that point, the options are reduced either to 
slavish acceptance of tyranny, or active re- 
sistance, which is to invite being the target 
of all the tactical weaponry, ammunition, 
and monitoring technology that the DHS 
(and our tax dollars) has provided. 

From license plate readers to facial rec- 
ognition software, from surveillance camer- 
as to cellphone signal trackers, the Depart- 
ment of Homeland Security is providing 
police with all the gadgets, hardware, and 
software necessary to keep everybody 
under surveillance, without the targeted 
public ever realizing that it’s the Capital, 
not the cops, that is behind the monitoring. 

Local police who participate in the 
program will have access to a shockingly 
broad array of personal information of 
citizens. Facial recognition technology, 
license plate readers, and stop light cam- 
era video feeds will all be funneled to a 
Regional Operations Intelligence Center 
where FBI, police, and DHS agents can 
watch the live feeds. 

It is important to remember that there 
are several state law-enforcement agencies 
benefiting from Big Brother’s data collec- 


Federal “fusion” scheme: Major Louis J. Fusaro, Jr. of the Connecticut State Police stands 
outside the Connecticut Intelligence Center, part of a national network of 78 “fusion centers” that 
are melding local and state police agencies with DHS. 


THE NEW AMERICAN ¢ SEPTEMBER 8, 2014 


2) 
oO 
Do 
oO 

£ 

a 

<x 


AP Images 4 


“Big Brother is watching you”: Federal grants are making the ubiquitous Orwellian nelle 
cameras, such as the thousands that have been deployed in New York City, now commonplace 


throughout much of America. 


tion. In fact, Reuters reported last year that 
a secretive Special Operations Division 
(SOD) of the federal Drug Enforcement 
Administration (DEA) is “funneling infor- 
mation from intelligence intercepts, wire- 
taps, informants and a massive database of 
telephone records to authorities across the 
nation to help them launch criminal inves- 
tigations of Americans.” 

The information cited by Reuters points 
to the fact that these cases “rarely involve 
national security issues,” and that local law 
enforcement is directed by SOD to “con- 
ceal how such investigations truly begin.” 

The federal government is not being 
stingy with the electronic data vacu- 
umed up by the National Security Agen- 
cy (NSA), FBI, IRS, and other federal 
agencies, but is entering into “sharing 
agreements” with state and local coun- 
terparts who may ostensibly use the in- 
formation as they see fit. It is yet another 
brick of evidence in the wall of proof 
that the federal government is purpose- 
fully converting local police forces into 
subordinate departments of the sprawl- 
ing surveillance apparatus, converting 
precincts into what amount to no less 
than military posts. 


Our Vigilant Founders 

During the Virginia ratifying convention, 
James Madison described a standing army 
as the “greatest mischief that can hap- 
pen.” His colleague and fellow delegate 
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to the Constitutional Convention of 1787, 
George Mason, put a finer point on it. 

“No man has a greater regard for the 
military gentlemen than I have,” said 
Mason. “I admire their intrepidity, per- 
severance, and valor. But when once a 
standing army is established in any coun- 
try, the people lose their liberty. When, 
against a regular and disciplined army, 
yeomanry are the only defence, — yeo- 
manry, unskillful and unarmed, — what 
chance is there for preserving freedom? 
Give me leave to recur to the page of his- 
tory, to warn you of your present danger. 
Recollect the history of most nations of 
the world. What havoc, desolation, and 
destruction, have been perpetrated by 
standing armies!” 

In The Federalist, No. 29, Alexander 
Hamilton echoes not only Mason’s warning 
against a standing army, but his solution to 
the threat, as well. Hamilton averred: 


If circumstances should at any time 
oblige the government to form an 
army of any magnitude that army 
can never be formidable to the lib- 
erties of the people while there is 
a large body of citizens, little if at 
all inferior to them in discipline and 
the use of arms, who stand ready to 
defend their own rights and those of 
their fellow-citizens. This appears 
to me the only substitute that can be 
devised for a standing army, and the 


best possible security against it, if it 
should exist. 


In commenting on Blackstone's Com- 
mentaries, founding-era jurist St. 
George Tucker speaks as if he foresaw 
our day and the fatal combination of an 
increasingly militarized police force and 
the disarmament of civilians. “Wherev- 
er standing armies are kept up,” wrote 
Tucker, “and the right of the people to 
keep and bear arms is, under any colour 
or pretext whatsoever, prohibited, lib- 
erty, if not already annihilated, is on the 
brink of destruction.” 

Does not some air of this same situa- 
tion hang over the United States today? 
Are not the “rulers” in Washington, D.C. 
— through the Department of Homeland 
Security, FBI, and other federal agencies 
— forming and funding a standing army, 
albeit built upon the pre-existing structure 
of a formerly free and independent local 
law-enforcement apparatus? 

Where the police were once the ser- 
vants of the people and the law, often 
these officers wield weapons that are 
more at home on a battlefield than a bou- 
levard and they are employing tactics 
more appropriate to prosecuting a war 
than serving a warrant. 

Surely this vast and rapid militarization 
and federalization of local law enforce- 
ment is the very spirit — and likely the 
letter — of the establishment of a standing 
army that our Founders and the republi- 
can writers who influenced them regarded 
as “inconsistent with a free government,” 
“dangerous to liberty,” and a “grand ma- 
chine of power and oppression.” 

Just how large is the local law-enforce- 
ment corps? According to data published 
by the Bureau of Justice Statistics, “Local 
police departments make up more than 
two-thirds of the 18,000 state and local 
law enforcement agencies in the United 
States.” The organization also provides 
the following specific statistics regarding 
the size of the force: 


In 2008, 12,501 local police depart- 
ments with the equivalent of at least 
one full-time officer were operating 
in the U.S. 

In 2008, local police departments 
had about 593,000 full-time em- 
ployees, including 461,000 sworn 
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“SWATTING” hoaxes: Nassau County police SWAT members enter a home in Long Beach, New 
York, on April 22, 2014 in response to a 911 call about an “armed killer” that turned out to be a 
hoax, an example of the dangerous game known as “swatting.” 


officers. About 60% of all state and 
local sworn personnel were local po- 
lice officers. 


Standing Armies vs. 

Second Amendment 

As the current administration and its 
globalist allies grow increasingly closer 
to carrying out their civilian disarmament 
agenda, the police — when reduced to 
little more than administrative units of the 
federal police state — will be the means 
whereby the confiscation is accomplished. 

While it is undoubtedly true that many 
loyal, patriotic police officers will refuse 
to take part in any unconstitutional seizure 
of the weapons or ammunition of their fel- 
low citizens, there is some evidence that 
there will be others who will gladly do the 
dirty work of disarmament. 

“How would you feel if a police offi- 
cer you knew for 20 years told you that 
if an order were issued to confiscate your 
guns, he wouldn’t hesitate to ‘kick your 
door in’?” Selwyn Duke asked in a March 
2014 online article for THE NEw AMERI- 
CAN. “This was precisely the experience 
Connecticut resident, Navy veteran, and 
former firefighter John Cinque had after 
commenting on his state’s 2013 violation 
of the Second Amendment.” 

“The [Connecticut] law in question 
criminalizes the sale of magazines hold- 
ing more than 10 rounds and also certain 
semi-automatic rifles, and mandates that 
all grandfathered weapons and magazines 
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must be registered with the state,” Duke 
noted. “As for Cinque and the exchange 
with his ‘old friend’ — Branford Police 
Officer Joseph Peterson — which oc- 
curred on Facebook,” Duke quoted Mikael 
Thalen at Infowars.com: 


“T’ve had contact with a police offi- 
cer in my home town, I live in Bran- 
ford, and his words straight out were, 
‘I cannot wait to get the order to kick 
your door in,’” Cinque said. 

... In multiple [Facebook] screen- 
shots captured from the lengthy con- 
versation, Peterson continually ar- 
gued that law enforcement were not 
obligated to defy unconstitutional 
laws. Instead, Peterson stated that he 
would follow any order given, even 
if it meant confiscating firearms from 
close friends. 


To one of the participants in the Facebook 
conversation (not Cinque), Peterson crude- 
ly declared, “I give my left n** to bang 
down your door and come for your gun.” 
Sadly, this sort of mentality may be on 
the rise as the police are increasingly armed 
and trained to behave like occupying sol- 
diers rather than peace officers. Many oth- 
erwise well-meaning police officers may 
become gradually convinced that their 
role as lawmen requires them to enforce 
any law, even laws that are usurpations of 
power and violate state constitutions and/ 
or the U.S. Constitution. Then, should any 


citizen resist, the officer will be equipped 
with the weapons and techniques necessary 
to punish the recalcitrant gun owner. 

Beyond the threat to the Second Amend- 
ment posed by the crescendo of the cop- 
cum-soldier corps, there are liberty-minded 
scholars who look to the past and recognize 
similar sinister patterns in history. In his 
essay “The Right to Keep and Bear Arms 
Under the Second and Fourteenth Amend- 
ments: The Framers’ Intent and Supreme 
Court Jurisprudence,” author and legal 
scholar Stephen Halbrook marshals a host 
of citations from our founding era. 

For example, Halbrook quotes Noah 
Webster, “the influential federalist whose 
name still appears on dictionaries,” stat- 
ing, “Before a standing army can rule, the 
people must be disarmed; as they are in 
almost every kingdom in Europe. The su- 
preme power in America cannot enforce 
unjust laws by the sword; because the 
whole body of the people are armed.” 

Later, in that same paper, Halbrook 
cites court rulings regarding the dangers 
of a disarmed citizenry: 


Justice [Joseph] Story stated: “The 
right of the citizens to keep and bear 
arms has justly been considered, as the 
palladium of the liberties of the repub- 
lic; since it offers a strong moral check 
against usurpation and arbitrary power 
of the rulers; and will generally, even 
if these are successful in the first in- 
stance, enable the people to resist and 
triumph over them.” Judge [Thomas 
M.] Cooley stated: “Among the other 
safeguards to liberty should be men- 
tioned the right of the people to keep 
and bear arms.... The alternative to a 
standing army is ‘a well-regulated mi- 
litia’; but this cannot exist unless the 
people are trained to bearing arms.” 


The federal government’s effort to disarm 
civilians and monopolize control over fire- 
arms, ammunition, and component parts 
is well chronicled in THE NEW AMERICAN. 
Police will be required, as part of the as- 
similation agreements — tacit or express 
— that are attached to the millions of dol- 
lars in federal grant money they take, to 
enforce the forcible seizure of weapons. 
Where once these fellow citizens would 
have resisted such obvious tyrannical re- 
quests, modern police will be powerless 
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to resist, being reduced in many cases to 
nothing more than local outposts of the 
massive federal standing army. 

In an essay published in the Wall Street 
Journal in August 2013, Radley Balko 
presented chilling and convincing evi- 
dence of the blurring of the line between 
cop and soldier: 


Driven by martial rhetoric and the 
availability of military-style equip- 
ment — from bayonets and M-16 
rifles to armored personnel carri- 
ers — American police forces have 
often adopted a mind-set previously 
reserved for the battlefield. The war 
on drugs and, more recently, post- 
9/11 antiterrorism efforts have cre- 
ated a new figure on the U.S. scene: 
the warrior cop — armed to the teeth, 
ready to deal harshly with targeted 
wrongdoers, and a growing threat to 
familiar American liberties. 


Balko rightly connects the menace of the 
martial police with the decline in liberty 
and a disintegration of legal boundaries 
between sheriffs and generals: 


Americans have long been wary of 
using the military for domestic polic- 
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ing. Concerns about potential abuse 
date back to the creation of the Con- 
stitution, when the founders worried 
about standing armies and the intimi- 
dation of the people at large by an over- 
zealous executive, who might choose 
to follow the unhappy precedents set 
by Europe’s emperors and monarchs. 


Restoring Local Police 

Given the critical role played by sher- 
iffs in the protection of constitutionally 
guaranteed liberty, it is dismaying to read 
story after story describing the anxious 
acceptance — and occasionally the full- 
time petitioning — of military materiel 
by county lawmen. 

There are those charged with enforcing 
the law who recognize the federalization 
of city police forces and county sheriffs 
departments for what it is: an assault on 
freedom. Sheriff Richard Mack, founder 
of the Constitutional Sheriffs and Peace 
Officers Association, answers the question 
of what can be done, writing: 


The answers lie within our grasp 
and come from the foundation of our 
country. The principles are embodied 
within the Declaration of Indepen- 
dence and outlined in the Constitu- 


War coming home: Missouri Governor Jay Nixon said he was “thunderstruck” by the images 
of police heavily armed with military equipment. But Nixon led the state’s participation in the 
Department of Defense Excess Property Program, under which the military materiel was obtained. 
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tion. Yes, America is in deep, deep 
trouble. The good news is that there 
is hope and my victory at the US 
Supreme Court proves that it only 
takes a few to stand to make monu- 
mental changes. We do not have to 
stand by and watch while America is 
destroyed from within. If our coun- 
ties, cities, and states and all local of- 
ficers keep their oaths to protect us 
from tyranny, we can win this battle 
to take our country back. 

Citizens should be concerned be- 
cause they will lose direct control 
over their neighborhood law enforce- 
ment through the right to elect their 
sheriff, and because every large law- 
enforcement agency divorces itself 
from the local community. The fur- 
ther away a government bureaucracy 
is from the direct involvement of the 
local citizen, the less responsive it 
becomes to the local citizen. 


If the threat of the country’s police be- 
coming a full-fledged, unstoppable, and 
all-powerful standing army of the sort our 
forefathers knew to be “dangerous to the 
Constitution” is to be diffused, we, the peo- 
ple, must indeed take our country back. We 
must not only exercise our right to demand 
police recognize their responsibility to 
abide by the law, but we must fiercely resist 
every attempt to abridge our right to keep 
and bear arms and keep ourselves ready to 
defend that right against all enemies. 

To this end, for more than 50 years The 
John Birch Society has been committed 
to stopping and reversing the dangerous 
trend toward nationalizing our police forc- 
es. In 1963, the society launched its “Sup- 
port Your Local Police and Keep Them 
Independent!” campaign and formed local 
Support Your Local Police committees. 
The effort was successful in stopping Po- 
lice Civilian Review Boards in the 1960s 
and ’70s and in getting the federal gov- 
ernment’s Law Enforcement Assistance 
Administration abolished in 1982. Today, 
as the federal government subtly subor- 
dinates local police and sheriffs through 
grants of money and materiel, Americans 
need to participate in this sort of grass- 
roots activism to work to keep local law 
enforcement under the supervision of 
local elected officials and free from state 
and federal control or influence. i 
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POLICE STATE 
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He Who Pays the Piper Calls the Tune 


The federal government is offering grants to local police to buy military hardware — if 
local authorities acquiesce to its wishes. Now even local law enforcement is spying on us. 


Gotta have one: “Free” or “nearly free” military baubles — Humvees, MRAPs, body armor, 
machine guns — dangled in front of police departments are nearly irresistible. A Kalamazoo, 
Michigan, police officer poses with the department’s new armored vehicle. 


by Joe Wolverton Il, J.D. 


enforcement agencies are sharing 

almost $60,000 in grant money — 
money they’re spending on body armor 
and weapons. 

Other federal agencies are helping to 
accelerate the arming of local police with 
military-grade materiel. 

Police in Fort Pierce, Florida, are now 
responding to calls in a “tank on wheels,” 
thanks to a new vehicle bought for next to 
nothing from the Pentagon. Officer Keith 
Holmes applied for the vehicle grant and 
according to WPEC-TV in West Palm 
Beach, he believes this military tactical 
vehicle is necessary “due to the violence 
in the city we have here.” 

Really? Crime is so bad in Fort Pierce that 
the police need armored vehicles? Even Of- 
ficer Holmes admits that’s a stretch. “I agree 
to a certain extent it’s overkill but for the 
cost, for $2000, yes it’s what we need,” said 
Holmes, as quoted on the WPEC website. 


I n Frankfort, Kentucky, 11 local law- 
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There’s little doubt that if a police de- 
partment has military weapons and vehi- 
cles, they’ Il find a way to use them, likely 
at the cost of citizens’ civil liberties. Or, 
as the “law of the instrument” maxim is 
often put: “To the man whose only tool is 
a hammer, everything looks like a nail.” 
And a whole lot of folks are certain to get 
hammered with all the wonderful new 
“tools” being given so magnanimously to 
our police departments. 

The Ruidoso (New Mexico) News re- 
ported that officers in the Ruidoso Downs 
Police Department will be “driving in style 
with a new fleet of 2014 Dodge Chargers.” 
By now, readers likely suspect the money 
to buy the cars came from DHS. It didn’t, 
but there’s still a tie to Homeland Security 
and the desire for DHS cash. 

Ruidoso Downs Police Chief Chris 
Rupp believes his department will soon be 
able to join the list of DHS-funded forces 
because of the new cars. How so? 

“Rupp said the new black and white 
colors on the vehicles will allow the de- 


partment to be eligible for federal grants 
because the vehicles are Homeland Secu- 
rity Department compliant,” the Ruidoso 
News reported. 

Homeland Security compliant? That 
implies that local police are rewarded with 
more DHS money for more obedience to 
the federal agency’s mandates. States are 
willingly submitting to the federal govern- 
ment’s decades-long program to obliterate 
state sovereignty and turn states into noth- 
ing more than administrative units of an 
all-powerful, all-seeing central authority. 

The DHS grant program and the heav- 
ily subsidized Defense Department equip- 
ment/weapon sale may be designed to open 
a back door to the piecemeal mustering of a 
nationwide federal police force, composed 
of formerly local law-enforcement officers. 

In San Juan, Texas, DHS money is buy- 
ing the police department an intelligence- 
gathering robot. The local newspaper The 
Monitor reported: 


The San Juan Police Department has 
added a robot named Raven to its 
crime fighting arsenal. 

Raven was purchased in early No- 
vember at a cost of $27,000, paid for 
with a grant from the Department of 
Homeland Security, said San Juan 
police Chief Juan Gonzalez. 

“Raven is a great asset to our de- 
partment,” Gonzalez said, referring to 
the black, shin-high, tank-like robot 
designed to enter hard-to-reach places. 
“He is equipped with a set of cameras, 
infrared cameras and audio equipment 
that gives us eyes and ears in difficult 
situations such as a hostage situation.” 


The headline of a story out of Wisconsin 
is evidence of the unholy alliance between 
state and federal law enforcement: “State 
cops can track residents’ cellphones.” The 
story under that headline, from the Fond 
du Lac Reporter, demonstrates the im- 
mense capacity of law enforcement to 
violate the Fourth Amendment. 
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“Police in Wisconsin have at least two 
devices that secretly track cellphone lo- 
cations in real time to target suspects or 
missing persons — technology that simul- 
taneously mines data from hundreds or 
thousands of unsuspecting people nearby,” 
the article noted. Such sophisticated sur- 
veillance equipment doesn’t come cheap. 
The Reporter wrote: 


The suitcase-sized Stingray masquer- 
ades as a cell tower to trick cellphones 
into connecting to it. It can show po- 
lice phones within a mile or more, 
depending on terrain. Records show 
the DOJ Stingray cost more than 
$150,000, and the DOJ and Milwau- 
kee police both purchased upgrade 
packages that topped $100,000. 


And it’s not only Wisconsin law enforce- 
ment using this technology to track citi- 
zens. As noted by the Reporter, “An in- 
vestigation by USA TODAY and Gannett 
media around the country found at least 
25 police departments outside Wisconsin 
own a Stingray. More than 30 other agen- 
cies refused to say whether they own one.” 

St. Louis citizens will soon be subject 
to surveillance by local police equipped 
with DHS-provided facial recognition 
software. A story in KMOV quotes a 
local official justifying the acceptance 
of the federally funded technology. “If 
someone robs a bank and cameras cap- 


ture that face we then take that picture, 
put it into a computer system through a 
scanning system and that goes through 
the existing mug shot data basis [sic] 
looking for known criminals that would 
match that picture,” the official said. “It’s 
no different than a detective or a victim 
going through binders of pictures looking 
for a match of that individual.” 

In fact, it is significantly different. Mug 
shot binders are full of photos taken by 
police after a person has been arrested. 
Cameras equipped with facial recognition 
software will record the faces of everyone 
who comes within the scope of their lenses 
without regard to warrants or reasonable 
suspicion of criminal activity. 

Unlike mugshots, the pictures of the 
faces of people living in or visiting St. 
Louis will be recorded just in case they are 
ever needed. This is a search and seizure 
made in violation of the Fourth Amend- 
ment, and it should concern the nearly 
three million residents of the metropolitan 
area, as well as millions of others who visit 
the city annually. 

All the foregoing is evidence that 
Americans are witnessing (often mutely) 
the rapid establishment of a federal police 
force built upon the foundation of formerly 
free local law enforcement and equipped 
with technology, tactics, and weapons of 
immense power. 

Apart from armored personnel vehicles 
and war-worthy weapons, perhaps the 


Unconstitutional cellphone sweeps: The tower behind the police department in Tallahassee, 
Florida, uses the “Stingray” surveillance technology (as do many other police agencies) to vacuum 
up thousands of random mobile phone calls — without a warrant or probable cause. 
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most popular item purchased with DHS 
grant money is facial recognition software. 

San Diego State University’s Police 
Department is a proud new owner of this 
powerful surveillance technology. The 
school’s newspaper Daily Aztec reported: 


Facial recognition technology, previ- 
ously limited to soldiers in Afghani- 
stan and FBI agents, is now being used 
by civilian law enforcement agencies 
throughout San Diego County. Ac- 
cording to documents acquired by 
the Electronic Frontier Foundation, a 
nonprofit focused on digital and pri- 
vacy rights, the San Diego State Po- 
lice Department is one of the agencies 
using this new technology. SDSUPD 
currently only has one officer in the 
program. However, he is the most ac- 
tive officer in the county, with more 
than 200 photos analyzed from Janu- 
ary to October of this year. 

The program to bring facial rec- 
ognition technology to San Diego 
law enforcement is called TACIDS 
— short for Tactical Identification 
System. It’s a pilot program from 
the San Diego Association of Gov- 
ernments developed and purchased 
using grants from the federal gov- 
ernment’s National Institute of Jus- 
tice and the Department of Homeland 
Security, according to The Center for 
Investigative Reporting. 


Notice that the story practically brags 
about the fact that a college police depart- 
ment is going to have gear more appropri- 
ate in the battlefield than on campus. 

As the people of Ferguson, Missouri, 
lash out at a heavily armed police corps 
they believe to be beyond their control and 
a threat to their safety, President Obama 
ironically called for peace. Ironically be- 
cause as president he has played a signifi- 
cant part in providing military-grade weap- 
ons, vehicles, and training to local police. 
If this policy, along with granting millions 
in federal funds to local law enforcement, 
is allowed to continue and local control 
of police is buried under Department of 
Homeland Security fusion centers, there 
will be a time when Americans will wake 
up surrounded by a force of police-soldiers 
once committed to protect and to serve, 
now obligated to punish and provoke. Hf 
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Election ZO14 


Status Quo House Primary Elections 


Republican incumbents — both Tea Partiers and GOP 
stalwarts — fared better in primaries than expected, though 
in some cases prodigious amounts of money were spent. 


David Brat: The election of Randolph-Macon College Professor David Brat (above) over House 
Majority Leader Eric Cantor has proved to be the fluke rather than the rule of the 2014 elections, 
where incumbents have performed far better than in 2010 and 2012. 


by Thomas R. Eddlem 


he shocking June 10 victory of 
| Tea Party-linked David Brat over 
House Majority Leader Eric Can- 
tor — the second-ranking Republican in 
the U.S. House of Representatives — has 
proved to be the fluke for the 2014 election 
cycle rather than the rule. To the contrary, 
Republican primaries in the House have 
followed the pattern of the U.S. Senate, 
where incumbents have weathered strong, 
well-funded challengers. 

With a 55-percent cumulative rating on 
THE NEW AMERICAN’S “Freedom Index,” 
Cantor ranked as one of the most lib- 
eral among Republicans in the Congress. 
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Many people believe that Brat prevailed 
despite an astounding financial disadvan- 
tage because of issues such as crony capi- 
talism, immigration (Cantor had favored 
amnesty for illegal immigrants), and Can- 
tor’s disconnect from the district. Indeed, 
Cantor’s record reflected the very worst 
of crony capitalists, voting for the airline 
bailout in 2001, the TARP bailout in 2007, 
and ongoing corporate welfare through the 
Export-Import Bank. Brat had highlighted 
the crony capitalism/corporate welfare 
issue in his campaign against Cantor. 
Asked by MSNBC’s Chuck Todd after his 
victory if he was “anti-Wall Street,” Brat 
responded: “I’m not anti-Wall Street, I’m 
anti-distortions to free markets. Anything 


that distorts the free market, I’m against.” 

In the end, Cantor’s astounding mone- 
tary advantage proved no advantage at all. 
Cantor spent $5.7 million against less than 
$400,000 by the Brat campaign in Can- 
tor’s 56-44 percent primary defeat. 


Establishment Mandate: 

Defeat “Liberty Republicans” 

Just as establishment U.S. Senate GOP in- 
cumbents prevailed in primaries across the 
nation — including South Carolina’s Lind- 
sey Graham (Freedom Index: 62 percent) 
and Mississippi’s Thad Cochran (Freedom 
Index: 54 percent) — against strong Tea 
Party challengers, so too did constitution- 
alist House members targeted for defeat by 
deep-pockets establishment forces. 

The establishment hammer had long 
been fixed to come down on key members 
of the House Liberty Caucus — chaired 
by Michigan sophomore Justin Amash 
(Freedom Index: 94 percent) — immedi- 
ately after the 2012 elections. In December 
2012, Amash and three other GOP mem- 
bers who resisted GOP spending increases 
and unnecessary foreign military inter- 
ventions were kicked off key committee 
assignments. Amash was kicked off the 
Budget Committee for voting against the 
Ryan budget, which called for two more 
decades of deficit spending. Likewise, 
Walter Jones of North Carolina (Cumu- 
lative Freedom Index: 78 percent, but 98 
percent since 2011), Tim Huelskamp of 
Kansas (Freedom Index: 89 percent), and 
David Schweikert of Arizona (Freedom 
Index: 82 percent) were removed from key 
committees. Of the four, only Schweikert 
failed to draw a heavily funded primary 
challenger in 2014. Perhaps not coinciden- 
tally, Amash, Jones, and Huelskamp also 
voted against Speaker John Boehner in the 
leadership vote when the new Congress 
convened in January 2013. 

At the top of the list of establishment 
targets was the libertarian-leaning Justin 
Amash, who is widely seen as the heir to 
the Ron Paul movement in Congress. Time 
magazine noted that “GOP leaders were 
desperate to defeat Justin Amash” and ac- 
knowledged that “since arriving in Wash- 
ington in the wake of the 2010 Tea Party 
wave, Amash has distinguished himself as 
an independent thinker who’s willing to 
buck party leaders.” Slate's David Weigel 
noted just prior to Amash’s primary that 
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the U.S. Chamber of Commerce had a hit 
list of congressmen that needed defeating. 
““Amash was supposed to be the jewel in the 
crown, and it doesn’t look like he will be.” 
He wasn’t. Amash prevailed 57-43 percent 
in an August 5 primary rightfully deemed 
the meanest race in the nation. Amash was 
labeled “al Qaeda’s best friend” in adver- 
tisements by his opponent, businessman 
Brian Ellis, who loaned his own campaign 
$1.2 million to overcome Amash’s national 
network of small donors. 

Amash had not only made the GOP 
establishment angry for anti-leadership 
votes, but he also led the insurgency 
against NSA warrantless wiretapping, and 
as a result, fellow Michigan Republican 
Rep. Mike Rogers endorsed his oppo- 
nent. Rogers is the chief apologist for the 
NSA’s violation of the Fourth Amendment 
in Congress and chairman of the House 
Intelligence Committee charged with 
overseeing the NSA. Amash also drew 
strong opposition from the U.S. Chamber 
of Commerce, which chipped in nearly 
$200,000 for independent expenditures 
to defeat him in the race. Though Amash 
and Ellis’ official campaigns spent about 
the same $1.6 million each, Amash won 
the independent expenditures money war 
thanks to massive media buys from the 
free-market oriented Club for Growth. 

Similarly, North Carolina Representa- 
tive Walter Jones had been challenged in 
the primary by Washington, D.C., lobby- 
ist Taylor Griffin, but prevailed in a tight 
race 51-45 percent. Jones had a nominal 
campaign funding advantage, raising 
$538,000 to Griffin’s $324,000. But in 
reality, Jones had a severe financial dis- 
advantage: He had to face more than $1 
million in independent expenditures from 
Ending Spending Action Fund and the 
Emergency Fund for Israel. Both organi- 
zations are funded by Las Vegas casino 
mogul — and former Mitt Romney presi- 
dential campaign sugar daddy — Sheldon 
Adelson. Those outside-the-district estab- 
lishment organizations criticized Jones’ 
opposition to foreign aid and unnecessary 
wars. Jones — who voted for the 2003 
Iraq War — has publicly repented, and 
has become a key congressional anti-war 
leader, taking Obama to task for bellicos- 
ity on Libya and Syria. Despite the fund- 
ing advantage for the establishment chal- 
lenger, Adelson’s investment in defeating 
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No “crown jewel” for Chamber of Commerce: Defeating House Liberty Caucus Chairman Justin 
Amash (above) was supposed to become the “crown jewel” in the establishment’s war against 
constitutionalists in Congress, but Amash and his “rebel alliance” largely won reelection. 


Jones yielded equal dividends to his tens 
of millions wasted on trying to elect Mitt 
Romney in 2012. 

Kansas Tea Party champion Tim Huels- 
kamp survived a challenge from former 
English teacher Alan LaPolice. Huelskamp 
enjoyed a significant fundraising advan- 
tage ($665,000 versus $138,000) over his 
primary opponent, but LaPolice was helped 
by $254,000 in independent expenditures 
from the Now or Never PAC, a quirky PAC 
funded by Americans for Limited Govern- 
ment and several anonymous large donors. 
Huelskamp prevailed 55-45 percent, de- 
spite opposing federal ethanol subsidies 
from which many Kansas farmers benefit. 

Dr. Scott DesJarlais of Tennessee (Free- 
dom Index: 80 percent) appears to have 
narrowly survived electoral troubles entire- 
ly of his own making, having been assessed 
a $500 fine by the state medical board for 
having sex with two of his female patients. 
Documents, including a transcript of Des- 
Jarlais’ 2001 divorce proceeding with his 
first wife, were released after his election in 
2012 and contained allegations the publicly 
pro-life doctor and Tea Party darling had 
urged one of several mistresses to get an 
abortion. As of press time, unofficial tallies 
have him prevailing against establishment 
Republican Jim Tracy — a Tennessee state 
senator — by a mere 38 votes. 


Establishment House incumbents also 
survived tough primaries. Idaho Republi- 
can Mike Simpson, who is a perpetual Tea 
Party target for his backing of the 2008 
TARP bailout in this conservative district, 
faced attorney Bryan Smith in one of the 
most expensive primaries of the year. 
Simpson raised $2.3 million, including 
$1.4 million from PACs, and Smith raised 
$850,000. But the real money in the race 
was the independent expenditures, $3.2 
million of them. Backing Smith were free 
market groups such as Club for Growth, 
Madison Action Fund, Senate Conser- 
vatives Fund, FreedomWorks, and the 
Madison Project. Backing Simpson were 
establishment groups such as the NRA, 
Chamber of Commerce, National Asso- 
ciation of Realtors, and medical and den- 
tal industry groups. In the end, Simpson 
crushed Smith by a 62-38 percent margin. 

Constitutionalists did suffer some 
losses during the primaries, however. Es- 
tablishment forces picked off one mem- 
ber of the House Liberty Caucus, retired 
teacher Kerry Bentivolio (R-Mich.). Ben- 
tivolio had been on the establishment hit 
list since first being elected in early 2012. 
He was dubbed the “accidental congress- 
man” because he benefited from the over- 
sight of five-term Congressman Thaddeus 
McCotter, who failed to acquire enough 
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signatures to get on the ballot for reelec- 
tion. Bentivolio ended up the only man 
on the ballot and survived a well-funded 
establishment write-in campaign in 2012. 
But the establishment had long mocked 
Bentivolio for being a part-time reindeer 
farmer and having performed as Santa 
Claus on occasion. Though he did not 
tuffle establishment feathers as much as 
Amash or most other Liberty Caucus 
members, Bentivolio was nevertheless 
singled out for defeat soon after his 2012 
election. Bentivolio was soundly thumped 
66-34 percent by real estate broker David 
Trott, who funded his own campaign with 
at least $2.4 million and raised additional 
millions for his campaign coffers from 
contributors and PACs. 

And both Steve Stockman of Texas 
(Freedom Index: 96 percent) and Dr. Paul 
Broun of Georgia (Freedom Index: 91 per- 
cent) lost primaries trying to move up to 
the U.S. Senate, and won’t be returning to 
the House in January. Stockman will be 
replaced by Dr. Bruce Babin, a George W. 
Bush Republican. 


Possible New Constitutionalists 
Primaries in open congressional seats have 
also produced some Republicans in strongly 
Republican districts who may well prove to 
be strong constitutionalists. These include: 
* Radio talk-show host and Baptist min- 
ister Jody Hice, who will likely replace Dr. 
Paul Broun in the Georgia 10th Congres- 
sional District, and who has pledged “loy- 
alty to the Constitution,” adding on his 
campaign website: “I am a Constitution- 
alist. Our Constitution is not an evolving, 
living, organic document. The living docu- 
ment theory is designed to subvert the clear 
words of the Constitution, allowing liberals 
to pursue their political and social agenda”; 
¢ Baptist Minister Mark Walker in 
North Carolina’s Sixth Congressional 
District, who has pledged to oppose Com- 
mon Core and other federal educational 
controls as well as to curb foreign aid; and 
¢ Former Georgia State Senator Barry 
Loudermilk in Georgia’s 11th Congres- 
sional District, who was endorsed by 
FreedomWorks, Liberty Conservatives, 
and a slew of Tea Party organizations. 
¢ Wisconsin State Senator Glenn 
Grothman will likely be replacing retir- 
ing establishment Republican Tom Petri 
(Freedom Index: 61 percent) in the next 
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Congress. He survived a primary in this 
heavily Republican district against fellow 
State Senator Joe Leibham. Grothman 
won a recount. 


Establishment Using Democrats 

The increasing use of Democrats to swing 
a GOP primary — seen most blatantly in 
the U.S. Senate race between Mississippi 
incumbent Thad Cochran and Tea Party 
challenger Chris McDaniel — gives great- 
er importance to cross-ideological issues 
such as crony capitalism and Rand Paul’s 
drug sentencing initiative. Justin Amash 
had effectively protected his left flank by 
backing curbs on the NSA and stressing 
his opposition to crony capitalism in his 
campaign against Chamber of Commerce 
candidate Brian Ellis. 

Nowhere is the need for appealing to 
Democratic votes on issues that have bi- 
partisan appeal more important than in 
California. California Congressman Tom 
McClintock (Freedom Index: 91 percent) 
is a House Liberty Caucus member tar- 
geted for defeat in California’s open pri- 
mary system. Dubbed a “jungle primary” 
by critics, the top two candidates go on 
to the general election regardless of party 
affiliation. In McClintock’s case, Demo- 
crats in this overwhelmingly Republican 
district made way for liberal GOP chal- 
lenger Art Moore, whom McClintock will 


face in November. “It’s obvious that he 
coordinated closely with the Democrats 
to manipulate the new primary system 
in California to keep a Democrat off the 
ballot,” Rep. McClintock told the New 
York Times April 21. “When we watch 
one Democrat after another pull papers 
and then suddenly decide not to file, I 
think it’s a pretty good guess that there is 
coordination going on.” McClintock pre- 
vailed in an open June primary against 
Moore 55-23 percent, but Moore has 
picked up the endorsement of former 
liberal Republican Congressman George 
Radanovich (Freedom Index: 52 per- 
cent). Moore’s under-funded campaign 
(less than $100,000 in donations thus 
far) is dwarfed by the $1 million-plus that 
the McClintock campaign raised through 
the end of the second quarter of the year, 
perhaps meaning that Moore may not yet 
have caught the attention of the GOP es- 
tablishment. 

This year, 2014, has been the year of 
the status quo through the primaries, 
but the general elections are expected 
to bring some Republican gains, as has 
traditionally been the case in a mid-term 
election with a Democrat in the White 
House. It bears watching to see if estab- 
lishment forces continue their war on 
constitutionalist candidates into the gen- 
eral election. Hi 


to defeat liberty Republicans in GOP primaries, such as California Republican Tom McClintock 
(above) and Mississippian Chris McDaniel in his U.S. Senate campaign. 
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Obama as “Emancipator” 
of Illegal Immigrants 


President Obama has made clear that he will use executive 
orders to supersede U.S. immigration law. Will Obama get 
away with rewriting law in defiance of the Constitution? 


by Jack Kenny 


G *N:: since Abraham Lincoln 
pondered his Emancipation 
Proclamation in 1862 has 

a president considered ordering a more 

sweeping adjustment to membership in 

the American community than the mass 
relief for illegal immigrants that President 

Obama is said to be contemplating.” 

So wrote editorial writer Charles Lane 
in the Washington Post of August 6. Lane 
acknowledged, of course, that the com- 
parison of Lincoln’s predicament in the 
Civil War and Obama’s battle with House 
Republicans over immigration reform is 
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more than a little strained. “Among many 
other differences,” he wrote, “the undocu- 
mented arrived voluntarily, searching, 
often successfully, for a better life. Also, 
they established residence unlawfully, for 
which there must be some reckoning.” 

But the “reckoning” Obama is “said to 
be contemplating” is an executive order 
or “policy directive” that will allow up to 
five million illegal immigrants the free- 
dom to remain here, free of the fear of de- 
portation, while obtaining work permits 
enabling them to pursue that “better life” 
they sought by surreptitiously entering 
and remaining in their unlawfully adopted 
homeland. Some reckoning. 


IMMIGRATION 


Minor impediment: An 
imposing fence along large 
sections of the U.S.-Mexican 
border has not stopped large 
numbers of illegal immigrants 
from making the crossing. 


A reckoning of a different sort will fol- 
low such executive action, one that surely 
is anticipated by the constitutional law- 
yer in the White House. Our Constitution 
simply does not permit the president to 
make up or amend laws at his own discre- 
tion. The first sentence of the first article 
of that document says, “All legislative 
powers herein granted shall be vested in 
a Congress of the United States, which 
shall consist of a Senate and a House of 
Representatives.” Congress has at various 
times been remarkably eager to accommo- 
date the legislative wishes of a president, 
especially when the president’s party is a 
heavy majority in both houses. Obama’s 
situation is quite different. He is faced 
with a divided Congress that won’t pass 
the “comprehensive immigration reform” 
legislation that he has hoped to make the 
signature accomplishment of his second 
term in office, as ObamaCare is (in lib- 
eral eyes) the crowning achievement of his 
first term. 

In the Senate, where Democrats are in 
the majority, the “Gang of Eight” — four 
Democrats and four Republicans — man- 
aged a year ago to avert a filibuster and 
persuade a majority of their Senate col- 
leagues to pass a “bipartisan comprehen- 
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sive immigration reform” bill to provide 
legal status and a “path to citizenship” to 
an estimated eight million of the 11 mil- 
lion or more people now living illegally 
in the United States. The leadership of the 
Republican-controlled House has refused 
to take up the measure, however, a “fail- 
ure” for which Obama pledged to compen- 
sate through executive action. 

“The failure of House Republicans to 
pass a darn bill is bad for our security, is 
bad for our economy, is bad for our fu- 
ture,” an obviously angry and frustrated 
Obama said on June 30, the same day he 
met with Latino and Hispanic activists 
pushing for a loosening of immigration 
laws. “America cannot wait forever’ for 
the House to act, the president said, prom- 
ising “a new effort to fix as much of our 
immigration system as I can on my own, 
without Congress.” Attorney General Eric 
Holder and Homeland Security Secretary 
Jeh Johnson would “identify additional 
actions my administration can take within 
my existing legal authorities, to do what 
Congress refuses to do,” he said. 


DACA and the DREAMers 
Two years earlier, Obama’s policy of 
Deferred Action for Childhood Arrivals 
(DACA) was the DREAM come true for 
advocates of greater leniency in immigra- 
tion law. The DREAM Act (Development, 
Relief and Education for Alien Minors) 
had been languishing in Congress since 
2001, when it was introduced as a Sen- 
ate bill by Dick Durbin (D-IIl.) and Orrin 
Hatch (R-Utah) and in the House by II- 
linois Democrat Luis Gutierrez. While 
the bill has undergone some modifica- 
tions over the years, it essentially would 
allow young illegal immigrants who were 
brought here as children the opportunity 
to apply for permanent residence, provid- 
ed they had committed no crimes, were in 
school or had either graduated high school 
or earned a GED, and had lived in the 
United States for five consecutive years 
before the bill’s enactment. 

Though the bill was reintroduced 
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several times, was incorporated into the 
Comprehensive Immigration Reform 
bills of 2006 and 2007, and was even 
offered by Durbin as an amendment to 
the 2008 Department of Defense Au- 
thorization bill, Congress never passed 
the DREAM Act. But on June 15, 2012, 
Obama announced his “deferred enforce- 
ment” policy, saying illegal immigrants 
who were brought here before their 16th 
birthday could apply for a two-year re- 
newable residency shielding them from 
deportation and allowing them at the 
same time to apply for work permits. To 
be eligible, applicants would have to be 
30 years old or younger and have lived 
in the United States since 2007. In effect, 
Obama had adopted the essential features 
of the DREAM Act as a matter of “pros- 
ecutorial discretion.” Opponents of the 
DREAM Act said the bill would reward 
illegal immigration and encourage more 


of it. Critics of its DACA equivalent now 
point to numbers that suggest that’s ex- 
actly what happened. 

“Tf you look at the history of this issue,” 
said Republican Senator Ted Cruz of 
Texas, “in 2011 there were roughly 6,000 
children apprehended coming in illegally.” 
That was before the president announced 
the DACA policy. “The direct foreseeable 
consequence of that was the number of 
unaccompanied children skyrocketed so 
that this year the Obama administration 
is estimating 90,000 kids will come, next 
year 145,000. That’s up from just 6,000 
three years ago.” 


“They’re Here and They’re Staying.” 

This spring and summer brought contin- 
ued reports of some 57,000 people, most 
said to be children from Central America, 
who have illegally crossed the Texas bor- 
der since last fall. A federal law, written 
to protect children from human traffick- 
ing, requires that each minor from any- 
where but Mexico and Canada be given 
a hearing to determine eligibility for asy- 
lum as refugees. The backlog of cases in 
immigration courts has reached the level 
where the new arrivals, hailing mostly 


Amnesty’s biggest backers: Senator Lindsey Graham (R-S.C.) speaks to reporters as one of the 
“Gang of Eight” that got “bipartisan comprehensive immigration reform” passed in the Senate 
last year. The House has not acted on the measure. 
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Free to them, but not society: Undocumented minors add to the strain of town, city, and school 


district budgets as municipalities and states face the challenge of providing them with equal 


educational opportunities. 


from Guatemala, Honduras, and El Sal- 
vador, may have months or years to wait 
before their hearings. While some remain 
in detention centers, others have been 
placed with relatives or in foster homes 
in several states, leaving governors, may- 
ors, and school officials in a state of un- 
certainty over how many undocumented 
children will be added to their communi- 
ties and what impact they will have on 
state and local budgets. Tennessee Gov- 
ernor Bill Haslam protested in a July 25 
letter to President Obama that no one in 
his state government had received notice 
of the unaccompanied minors who had 
been relocated in the Volunteer State. 

“It is unacceptable that we became 
aware via a posting on the HHS website 
that 760 unaccompanied children have 
been released by the Office of Refugee 
Resettlement to sponsors in Tennessee 
without my administration’s knowledge,” 
Haslam wrote. “Not only was our state 
not informed prior to any of the children 
being brought here, I still have not been 
contacted and have no information about 
these individuals or their sponsors other 
than what was posted on the HHS website 
and subsequently reported by media.” 

Six governors signed a letter to the presi- 
dent expressing similar concerns about the 
impact the relocation of the illegal immi- 
grant minors will have on their states. 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


“We are concerned that there will be 
significant numbers who will end up 
using public schools, social services and 
health systems largely funded by the 
states,” said the letter signed by Gover- 
nors Robert Bentley of Alabama, Scott 
Walker of Wisconsin, Sam Brownback of 
Kansas, Pat McCrory of North Carolina, 
Tom Corbett of Pennsylvania, and Gary 
Herbert of Utah. The governors said they 
were troubled to learn the federal govern- 
ment is not requiring that relatives taking 
in the undocumented minors be citizens 
themselves. 

“This raises real questions as to whether 
these children will maintain appropriate 
contacts with our legal system and will 
follow necessary procedures designed to 
protect both them and the American pub- 
lic,” the governors wrote. Nearly half of 
the immigrant children who are sent to live 
with relatives fail to show up for immigra- 
tion proceedings, they said. 

“They’re here, and they’re staying, and 
whatever else might happen to them is at 
least a year or more away,” Doris Meiss- 
ner, a former Immigration and Natural- 
ization Service commissioner, told the 
Wall Street Journal. “Until people’s ex- 
perience changes, more are going to con- 
tinue to come, because they’re achieving 
what they need: safety and reunification 
with their families.” 


Warning Signs Ignored 
Unlike previous waves of illegal border 
crossers, those now crossing into McAI- 
len, Texas, show no fear of being caught, 
said Mayor Jim Darling. 

“They get across, wave to Border Pa- 
trol and say, ‘I’m here,’” Darling said 
at a July hearing of the Homeland Se- 
curity and Public Safety Committee of 
the Texas House of Representatives. The 
flood of arrivals has overwhelmed Bor- 
der Patrol facilities in McAllen and El 
Paso, David Lakey, commissioner of the 
Texas Department of State Health Ser- 
vices, told the committee. In McAllen, 
children have been crowded 45 to a cell 
with a single toilet, he said. In El Paso, 
Border Patrol agents have used their own 
money to buy diapers and milk for chil- 
dren. “None of us want that one-year- 
old to die in any of our facilities,” said 
Darling, reporting McAllen had already 
spent $1.5 million to deal with the crisis. 
“What I’m here about is, I want to know 
how we’re going to sustain this.” 

While the “humanitarian crisis” at the 
border seemed to spring up overnight 
in media accounts of tens of thousands 
of unaccompanied children arriving in 
a new wave of unauthorized immigra- 
tion, the Obama administration had been 
aware of the developing crisis well be- 
fore it became the stuff of headlines 
and TV talk-show topics. A posting on 
the government’s Federal Business Op- 
portunities website said Immigrations 
and Customs Enforcement, a division of 
Homeland Security, was seeking the ser- 
vices of a “responsible vendor” to trans- 
port up to 65,000 “Unaccompanied Alien 
Children (UAC) from U.S. Border Patrol 
and other Federal agencies ... to Office 
of Refugee Resettlement (ORR) shelters 
located throughout the continental United 
States.” The posting was dated January 
29, 2014. 

On average 66 foreign children were 
apprehended at the border each day last 
year and “more than 24,000 were cycled 
through Texas patrol stations in 2013,” 
the Washington Post reported in a recent 
account of warning signs the Obama ad- 
ministration missed or ignored on the way 
to the current crisis. Among them was a 
41-page report a team of researchers from 
the University of Texas-El Paso sent to the 
federal Department of Homeland Security 
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U.S. Customs and Border Protection agents cope with the immigrant arrivals in Brownsville, Texas. A reported 57,000 people, including many 


unaccompanied minors, have crossed the Mexican-U.S. border since last September. 


warning of the limited capacity of the fed- 
eral government to manage a situation at 
the border that was likely to grow worse. 

Cecilia Mufioz, the president’s domestic 
policy advisor, said federal officials real- 
ized by May of this year that the numbers 
of minors illegally entering the country 
this fiscal year would exceed the antici- 
pated 60,000, a projection since revised to 
90,000. “This trend was more like a hock- 
ey stick, going up and up and up,” she told 
the Post. “Nobody could have predicted 
the scale of the increase we saw this year. 
The minute we saw it, we responded in an 
aggressive way.” 

Yet it was not until July 8 that Obama 
declared a humanitarian crisis on the 
border and asked Congress for an emer- 
gency appropriation of $3.7 billion to 
deal with it. And that was more than two 
years after Texas Governor Rick Perry, 
in an April 2012 letter to Obama, told 
of a 90-percent increase over the previ- 
ous year in the arrival of unaccompanied 
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minors from Central America. Without 
“immediate action to return these minors 
to their countries of origin and prevent 
and discourage others from coming here, 
the federal government is perpetuating 
the problem,” Perry wrote. “Every day 
of delay risks more lives. Every child 
allowed to remain encourages hundreds 
more to attempt the journey.” 

As to why they are coming, the reason 
most often given is that the young émi- 
grés are fleeing lawlessness in their own 
Central American countries, including 
murder, sexual molestation, and human 
trafficking. Teenage and young adult 
gangs, often involved in drug dealing, 
are contributing to an overall climate of 
violence and terror. Kevin Appleby, mi- 
gration policy director for the United 
States Conference of Catholic Bishops, 
told CBS News that many of the chil- 
dren are targeted by networks of organ- 
ized crime and thus have valid claims 
to asylum under international refugee 


law. Before adjourning this summer, the 
House passed a bill to shorten the process 
for adjudicating such claims, a strategy 
Obama at first supported, then opposed. 
To dispose of such claims “without the 
benefit of an immigration judge or legal 
representation,” would reduce the chil- 
dren’s chances of receiving U.S. protec- 
tion, Appleby said. “It is akin to sending 
a child back into a burning building and 
locking the door.” 


Gang Members Turned Loose 

But the present situation might be likened 
to an open door that allows the flames from 
that burning building to follow the children 
across the border. Border Patrol agent Chris 
Cabrera, the vice president of the National 
Border Patrol Council Local 3307 in the 
Rio Grande Valley, told Fox News that vio- 
lent gang members are among the youths 
who are coming across the border and 
being released to family members in vari- 
ous parts of the United States. 

“We’ve had a couple that had admitted 
to murders in their home country,” Ca- 
brera said. “They were 17 years old, 16 
years old, and the United States govern- 
ment thought it fit to release them to their 
parents here in the United States.” Other 
reports have surfaced of members of the 
Mara Salvatrucha (MS-13) gang appre- 
hended at Arizona’s Mexican border. 
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“If [the] Border Patrol is over- 
whelmed, what consideration is being 
given — and what is being done — to 
determine if any of these illegal aliens 
have criminal histories or gang affili- 
ations?” asked Arizona Governor Jan 
Brewer in a June 12 letter to Speaker of 
the House John Boehner (R-Ohio) and 
Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid (D- 
Nev.). “The administration’s refusal to 
properly verify that violent criminals 
are not among those entering the United 
States shows an alarming lack of concern 
for our homeland’s security.” 

A Breitbart News story on August 3 
cited a leaked Customs and Border Pa- 
trol intelligence analysis showing that il- 
legal immigrants attempting to enter the 
United States from 2010 to July of this 
year have come from more than 75 coun- 
tries. While Central America is the source 
of much of the illegal immigrant traffic, 
it is also on the route of human smug- 
gling from Syria and Albania, the report 
said. In this year alone, border-crossers 
who either turned themselves in or were 
apprehended by the Border Patrol include 
more than 3,200 from China, 239 from 
Pakistan, and 181 Egyptians. A total of 


38 came from the al-Qaeda stronghold 
of Yemen, along with 294 from Soma- 
lia, a hotbed of Islamic terrorism. Many 
might have come simply seeking a bet- 
ter life for themselves and their families 
in the United States. Others might have 
come to escape murder and terror in their 
own lands. And some might have come 
to spread deadly terror and chaos here. 
While the analysis raises obvious safety 
and security issues, there are also public 
health concerns. At least 71 individuals 
from the three nations affected by the 
current Ebola outbreak have either turned 
themselves in or were caught attempting 
to illegally enter the United States, ac- 
cording to the Breitbart report. 


“Removals” or “Returns”? 

It’s not as though the Obama adminis- 
tration has abandoned deportations al- 
together. In fact, the Post reported, the 
administration has been averaging nearly 
400,000 returns a year, the number for 
which Congress has provided the neces- 
sary funding. But in December 2010, the 
Post called into question the administra- 
tion’s claim to have deported a record 
number of immigrants in the fiscal year 


Clothes and shelter are just the beginning of the wide array of needs to be met for immigrants 
who make unauthorized entry into the United States and may wait months or even years for a 
deportation hearing. 
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just ended, noting the 392,862 “deporta- 
tions” included more than 19,000 who 
had exited the previous fiscal year and 
that another 6,500 would have normally 
been classified as returns by the U.S. 
Border Patrol. An undetermined number 
of others exercised a “voluntary return” 
option as an alternative to facing charges 
ranging from drunk driving to domestic 
violence to misdemeanor assault. 

But it might also be the case that more 
illegals are coming here because, given 
the administration’s announced policy 
of selective enforcement of immigration 
laws, word has spread that those who 
make their way into the United States 
and lie low, not engaging in criminal 
activity while here, will probably not be 
troubled by immigration officials coming 
after them. In 2011, a series of memos 
from Immigration and Customs Enforce- 
ment chief John Morton and Homeland 
Security Secretary Janet Napolitano ad- 
vised ICE agents to use “prosecutorial 
discretion” regarding non-criminal illegal 
residents or those who had been here for 
several years. 


“The People Will Not Stand for It.” 
Obama did not get the $3.7 billion emer- 
gency appropriation he requested. The 
House passed a much more modest $694 
million bill, while the Senate deadlocked 
and went off on its summer recess with- 
out passing anything. Before leaving 
town, some members of Congress warned 
against the type of executive action the 
president has promised. Representative 
Steve King (R-Iowa) spoke of impeaching 
the president if he attempted to make de 
facto changes in immigration law without 
the approval of Congress. Sen. Jeff Ses- 
sions (R-Ala.) did not use the “I-word,” 
but he did warn of a “constitutional crisis” 
if Obama attempts to implement immigra- 
tion reform by executive fiat. 

“Such calculated action strains the con- 
stitutional structure of our republic,” Ses- 
sions said in an impassioned speech on the 
Senate floor. “Such unlawful and uncon- 
stitutional action, if taken, cannot stand. 
No Congress, Republican or Democrat, 
can allow such action to occur or to be 
maintained. The people will not stand for 
it. They must not stand for it.” 

Reports have surfaced nonetheless of 
White House meetings in which the pres- 
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ident’s advisors have been questioning 
immigration lawyers and advocates in an 
effort to identify a broader population of 
immigrants that might be eligible for the 
type of immunity from prosecution and 
work opportunities that has been granted 
to childhood arrivals by the DACA pro- 
gram. Speculation has centered around 
the estimated four million to five million 
illegal immigrants whose children are 
either U.S. citizens or current beneficia- 
ries of the 2012 deferred action program. 
Since the Hispanic population tends to 
vote overwhelmingly Democratic, the 
political considerations are never far be- 
hind the policy recommendations. 

“The president is going to get the same 
amount of grief from the right no mat- 
ter what he does, whether it’s small or 
whether it’s bold,” AFL-CIO President 
Richard L. Trumka told the Washington 
Post. “The difference is, if it’s small, it’s 
not going to energize his base. If it’s bold, 
it will.” 


Can He Be Stopped? 

Obama has tested the limits of his con- 
stitutional authority before. In 2011, he 
conducted an air war against the Libyan 
government without either seeking or ob- 
taining congressional approval. Despite 
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Border patrol agents in El Paso, Texas, reported spending their own money to buy milk and 


Congress’ refusal to pass an increase in 
the minimum wage, Obama has ordered 
companies contracting with the federal 
government to pay a minimum wage of 
$10.10 an hour. In June, the Supreme 
Court ruled, 9-0, that the president had 
exceeded his constitutional authority in 
making a “recess appointment” to the 
National Labor Relations Board when 
the Senate was not in recess. Before the 
summer recess, the House of Represen- 
tatives voted to sue the president over 
twice postponing the implementation of 
the employer mandate in the Affordable 
Care Act (ObamaCare), though the ef- 
fective date is in the law that Congress 
passed and the president signed in 2010. 

It is not clear, however, what Republi- 
cans in Congress can do to stop the presi- 
dent if he decides to forge ahead with his 
immigration reform plan. They can pass 
a bill to bar it, as the House on August 
1 passed a bill to repeal DACA, but in 
either case the Democratic majority in the 
Senate will kill the bill and the president 
would veto it even if it passed. The House 
could, again, sue the president, but it has 
yet to be determined if Congress can per- 
suade the Supreme Court that it is itself 
a victim of the president’s executive ac- 
tions and thus has standing to sue. 
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diapers for many of the infants brought over the border in recent months. 
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Impeachment is always a possibility, 
but there appears to be little public sup- 
port for it, especially in light of the em- 
barrassingly futile 1999 Senate trial of the 
impeached President Clinton. 

There is nothing in the U.S. Constitu- 
tion that denies states the power to enact 
legislation of their own to deal with illegal 
immigration, though federal courts have 
generally upheld the primacy of federal 
law in that regard. The U.S. Supreme Court 
in 2012 struck down provisions of a 2010 
Arizona law that required immigrant non- 
citizens to carry their registration papers, 
made it a crime for illegal aliens to seek 
employment, and allowed police to arrest 
persons believed to be subject to depor- 
tation. Justices Antonin Scalia, Clarence 
Thomas, and Samuel Alito dissented in the 
6-3 decision. The Arizona statute was “not 
in contradiction to the federal law, but in 
complete compliance with it,” wrote Scalia. 
“If securing its territory in this fashion is 
not within the power of Arizona, we should 
cease referring to it as a sovereign state.” 


Obama vs. Obama 

The president insists he must act be- 
cause Congress — or more specifically, 
the Republican House — chooses not 
to. But that is a choice the Constitution 
gives the Congress. To not act on a bill 
is as much a decision as to pass or de- 
feat legislation. Other presidents have 
been denied what they wanted by Con- 
gress. Theodore Roosevelt was the first 
president to ask Congress for a national 
healthcare plan. He didn’t try to imple- 
ment one by executive order. Woodrow 
Wilson didn’t send an ambassador to the 
League of Nations after the Senate re- 
jected membership. 

It shouldn’t take, in any case, a battery 
of lawyers arguing or a roomful of wit- 
nesses to prove the president has no au- 
thority to change immigration law on his 
own. Obama has already given eloquent 
witness to that point on a number of oc- 
casions, including his following statement 
from a March 28, 2011 Univision telecast: 
“There are enough laws on the books by 
Congress that are very clear in terms of 
how we have to enforce our immigration 
system that for me to simply through ex- 
ecutive order ignore those congressional 
mandates would not conform with my ap- 
propriate role as president.” Hl 
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BOOK REVIEW 


“DOUG MACARTHUR IS THE MAN”? 


Douglas MacArthur, dubbed a military genius for his actions in WWII and the Korean 
War, was a Republican who found his most diehard backer in a Democratic president. 


THE MOST 
DANGEROUS MAN 
IN AMERICA 


Mark Perrys 


by Jack Kenny 


The Most Dangerous Man in America: 
The Making of Douglas MacArthur, 
by Mark Perry, New York: Basic Books, 
2014, 380 pages, hardcover. 


ention the Civilian Conservation 
Me: (CCC) and chances are 

anyone even vaguely aware of 
the decade of the 1930s will immediately 
associate that Depression-era public works 
program with president and New Deal im- 
presario Franklin Delano Roosevelt. But 
that the CCC was also an important link 
in the legendary career of General Doug- 
las A. MacArthur is something perhaps 
known only to a few historians such as 
Mark Perry and readers of Perry’s book 
The Most Dangerous Man in America: 
The Making of Douglas MacArthur. The 
title is based on an assessment Roosevelt 
offered of the flamboyant and headstrong 
MacArthur in the summer of 1932. 
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“T’ve known Doug for years,” 
Roosevelt, then campaigning for the 
White House, told political advisor Rex- 
ford Tugwell. “He has the most porten- 
tous style of anyone I know. He talks in 
a voice that might come from an oracle’s 
cave. He never doubts and never argues 
or suggests; he makes pronouncements. 
Whatever he thinks is final.” If anything 
should come of all the talk about the gov- 
ernment falling apart and disorder spread- 
ing throughout the land, he told Tugwell, 
“Doug MacArthur is the man.” 

That assessment was voiced the day 
after MacArthur achieved a form of in- 
famy as the man who drove the “Bonus 
Marchers” out of Washington. In the depth 
of the Great Depression, some 43,000 
veterans, family members, and support- 
ers descended on Washington in May of 
1932, and several thousand stayed well 
into the summer in encampments along 
the Anacostia River. The veterans were 
seeking cash payments on the certificates 
they had received under the World War 
Adjusted Compensation Act of 1924. The 
certificates were not redeemable until 
1945, however, and after Congress had 
rejected the veterans’ pleas and a hand- 
ful of protesters clashed with local police, 
President Hoover decided it was time to 
clear the streets of the Bonus Army. Or- 
dered by Secretary of War Patrick Hur- 
ley to “surround the affected area and 
clear it without delay,” MacArthur, who 
was then Army chief of staff, arrived on 
the scene with a machine gun squad and 
six midget tanks, which charged into the 
crowd on Pennsylvania Avenue. As the 
marchers fled south, Hoover sent orders 
to MacArthur instructing him not to send 
troops into the encampments. “MacArthur 
angrily waived [sic] aside the president’s 
message,” Perry wrote, “saying he was too 
busy directing operations to be ‘bothered 
by people coming down and pretending to 
bring orders.’” MacArthur’s troops burned 
the veterans’ hovels and sent some 11,000 
marchers fleeing from the nation’s capital. 


Had Hoover waited another week, Mac- 
Arthur informed the press that night, “the 
institutions of our government would have 
been threatened.” 

The negative publicity surrounding the 
event reinforced the urgency with which 
Roosevelt’s aides pressed their chief to 
begin the new administration with a new 
Army chief of staff. MacArthur, after all, 
was a Hoover appointee, well connected to 
Republican elites. His “portentous style” 
and imperial airs were especially irksome 
to many of the New Dealers who some- 
how managed to find the same traits ap- 
pealing in their boss. “MacArthur,” said 
Interior Secretary Harold Ickes, “is the 
kind of man who thinks that when he gets 
to heaven, God will step down from the 
great white throne and bow him into His 
vacated seat.” 


A Political Odd Couple 

But Roosevelt saw the usefulness in having 
a conservative in his “progressive” admin- 
istration and kept MacArthur on as Army 
chief of staff until granting the general’s 
wish to return to the Philippines shortly 
before the outbreak of World War I. Mac- 
Arthur’s fights against Roosevelt’s cuts to 
the military budget, while largely success- 
ful, nonetheless gave FDR the appearance 
of fighting to hold down the deficits driv- 
en by his domestic agenda. MacArthur’s 
office, meanwhile, prevented him from 
becoming what he might otherwise have 
been, a prominent and outspoken critic of 
the New Deal. When legislation establish- 
ing the CCC was drawn up, the Army was 
asked to come up with plans for organizing 
and supplying the workforce. MacArthur 
eagerly seized the opportunity and used it 
as a powerful argument against cuts to the 
Army officer corps, since officers were 
needed to recruit, organize, and supervise 
young men armed with picks and shov- 
els, fighting underbrush and soil erosion 
for their country. In one day, MacArthur’s 
staff drew up a plan to transport, supply, 
and train 275,000 recruits. Perhaps no one 
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(right) aboard a cruiser of the Pacific Fleet in Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, on August 11, 1944. 


was more impressed with the achievement 
than MacArthur’s military assistant, one 
Dwight David Eisenhower. 

“Gen. MacA. finally won the most im- 
portant phases of his fight against drastic 
cutting of National Defense,” Eisenhower 
wrote in June 1933. “We will lose no of- 
ficers or men (at least at this time) and this 
concession was won because of the great 
numbers we are using on the Civilian Con- 
servation Corp work and of Gen. MacA’s 
skill and determination in the fight.” 


Strains on the “Chain of Command” 
Not all of MacArthur’s budget battles 
won him praise. After Rep. Ross Collins 
of Mississippi, a Roosevelt ally and chair- 
man of the Subcommittee on Military 
Preparedness, won a House vote to cut 
funding for the National Guard and Army 
Reserve and reduce the number of active 
duty officers by two thousand, MacArthur 
managed to have the bill killed in the Sen- 
ate. “Just hogtied a Mississippi cracker” 
MacArthur was heard to say after the Sen- 
ate vote, a comment Collins neither for- 
gave nor forgot. 

Perry borrows from MacArthur’s au- 
tobiographical Reminiscences to give the 
general’s own account of a White House 
confrontation over a Roosevelt plan to cut 
military spending. As MacArthur recalled, 
he told the president “something to the 
general effect that when we lost the next 
war, and an American boy, lying in the 
mud with an enemy bayonet in his belly 
and an enemy foot on his dying throat, spat 
out his last curse, I wanted the name not to 
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be MacArthur, but Roosevelt.” Shocked, 
Roosevelt bellowed: “You must not talk 
that way to the President!” MacArthur 
quickly agreed and apologized. 

A less volatile, but still significant con- 
flict between the president and his general 
arose in the early days of World War II, 
when the lion’s share of American weap- 
ons and materiel was committed to defeat- 
ing Germany, while troops in the Pacific 
fighting Japan were notoriously under- 
supplied. Trucks, tanks, and munitions 
earmarked for our Russian allies would 
be “better employed in war areas where 
we are actively engaged,” Chief of Naval 
Operations Ernie King wrote in a memo- 
randum to Roosevelt. When MacArthur, 
while in Australia, was denied his request 
for an aircraft carrier, he approached Aus- 
tralian Prime Minister John Curtin, who 
cabled London requesting that Prime Min- 
ister Churchill dispatch an American car- 
rier and two British divisions to Australia. 
Curtin added that he was making the re- 
quest at MacArthur’s direction. Churchill, 
naturally, passed the cable on to Roosevelt 
and demanded to know “whether Gen- 
eral MacArthur has any authority from 
the United States for taking such a line.” 
Roosevelt, through Army Chief of Staff 
George C. Marshall, instructed MacArthur 
to follow the chain of command. 

The often strained but durable relation- 
ship between MacArthur and Roosevelt 
worked in its peculiar way to the advantage 
of each. Roosevelt’s insistence on evacu- 
ating MacArthur from Corregidor in the 
Philippines, over MacArthur’s strenuous 


objections, saved the general for future 
command. MacArthur could wade ashore 
at Luzon, redeeming his famous “I shall 
return” pledge, because, in Perry’s words, 
he persuaded his “friend and nemesis” in 
the White House that “the United States 
owed the people of the Philippines their 
freedom.” With America’s war produc- 
tion at full strength and its armies in both 
theaters well armed and supplied, Mac- 
Arthur’s victories in the Pacific helped 
Roosevelt win election to a fourth term. 
His death soon after left MacArthur with 
a considerably less friendly nemesis in the 
White House. 


An Unfriendly Nemesis 

“T don’t see why in Hell Roosevelt didn’t 
order [General John] Wainwright home 
[from Corregidor] and let MacArthur be 
the martyr,” Harry S. Truman wrote in 
his diary shortly after becoming presi- 
dent. “We’d have a real fighting man if 
we had Wainwright and not a play actor 
and bunko man such as we have now.” 
The animosity was mutual, Perry assures 
us, as MacArthur was convinced Truman 
was not up to the job. 

A reader expecting to find details of 
the conflict between Truman and Mac- 
Arthur over the conduct of the war in 
Korea will be disappointed. The author 
is interested mainly in the relationship 
between MacArthur and Roosevelt and, 
but for a brief epilogue, the narrative 
ends with the ceremony of Japan’s sur- 
render aboard the U.S.S. Missouri on 
September 2, 1945. 

Perry presents two imposing histori- 
cal figures not as mythic heroes, but as 
two proud and willful men, each brilliant 
in his own way, each wary of the other’s 
schemes. “Roosevelt mistrusted MacAr- 
thur’s motives; MacArthur mistrusted 
Roosevelt’s politics.” Yet a nation that 
now seems weary of feckless presidents 
and a dysfunctional Congress might ap- 
preciate this account of how two ambi- 
tious, headstrong men, with opposing po- 
litical and ideological views, managed to 
work together while half a world apart to 
defeat a common enemy. Each man still 
has his detractors as well as admirers and 
it is certain that countless more words 
will be written about each. It is nearly as 
certain that neither “feckless” nor “dys- 
functional” will be among them. Hf 
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Brotherly Love 


At just eight years old, Noah Aldrich of 
Boise, Idaho, knows the value of familial 
love and support, and he showers it upon 
his younger brother without question. 

Noah’s little brother, Lucas, six, has 
special needs. He was born with lissen- 
cephaly, a rare brain disorder that rendered 
him unable to walk, talk, or eat on his own. 
But the family has not let it stop Lucas 
from having a normal and active life. 

“We’re a very active family and we 
love to bike and run and stuff and we want 
[Lucas] to be a part of that,” said the boys’ 
father, Brian. 

So when the Aldrich family heard about 
the YMCA Kids Club Program, and a kids’ 
triathlon, Noah had an idea. “He said 
‘Mom, I want to do this with my brother’,” 
recalled the boys’ mother, Alissa. “That’s 
where the idea was born and I think the 
next day we started training.” 

KTVB reported that the boys trained 
hard for the July 12 race, which included 
running, biking, and swimming. On the 
big day, Noah proved to be more than a 
support system for his brother — he was 
his right hand. 

KTVB reported that Noah pushed Lucas 
in a jogging stroller during the one-mile 
run, pulled the stroller behind his bike for 
the three-mile bike ride, and swam 200 
meters with a harness around his chest that 
was attached to a raft holding his brother. 
It was an incredible feat and a tremendous 
show of brotherly love. 

Noah explained his motivation to do 
this for his brother. He told KIVI, “He 
most of the time doesn’t get [to do] what I 
get to do. Like when I play sports, he has 
to just watch. I just wanted to finish with 
Lucas.” 

Incredibly, the dynamic duo was able 
to complete the triathlon in just above 54 
minutes. 

Noah simply adores his brother and 
wants to be sure that Lucas never feels infe- 
rior because of his condition. “I like every- 
thing about him; he’s perfect,” Noah said of 
his brother to KTVB. “We go on walks. We 
just walk around the neighborhood.” 

The boys’ parents are proud of their 
son’s efforts but are even more proud of 
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the relationship that the two share. “They 
definitely have a special bond, the two of 
them,” said dad, Brian. “You see Lucas 
light up so much when Noah enters the 
room. It just brings a smile to your face 
when you see the love between the boys.” 


Heroic Intervention 


On July 28, Richard Johann of St. Paul, 
Minnesota, and his girlfriend were enjoy- 
ing dinner at the Tin Cup when he stepped 
out of the restaurant for a moment to 
smoke a cigarette. It was then he noticed 
smoke coming from a duplex one block 
away and immediately acted. 

“T just had a feeling that somebody was 
in there,” he recalled. “You know, I just 
went for it.” 

When he arrived at the scene, he was 
startled by the flames. “The flames were 
so hot and so intense. It stopped me in my 
tracks. I could feel the heat on my face and 
arms,” he said. 

He ran along the outside of the residence 
to see if anyone was inside. At the back 
of the house, he pushed in the screen of 
an open window, pulled the blinds aside, 
and tried to pull himself up so he could 
climb through the window. It was then that 
he saw a woman in her 20s and her baby 
girl. The young mother was visiting her 
sister and her sister’s four children, none 
of whom were home at the time of the fire. 

“I was shocked. There was a woman 
standing there, holding a baby,” Johann 
said. “She was just standing there, very 
calm. It was like she didn’t know anything 
was going on.” 

According to KMSP-TV, the woman had 
been unaware of the fire until he instructed 
her to get out. “I started screaming at her, 
“You gotta get out of the house. Gotta get 
out, your house is on fire,’ Johann said. 

Video footage shows the woman hand- 
ing her baby to Johann through the window, 
and while another neighbor took the seven- 
month-old baby, Johann proceeded to help 
the woman out through the window. 

Police and firefighters arrived just as 
Johann was performing the rescue. They 
yelled at Johann to get away from the 
house, but Johann said he had no inten- 
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tion of listening. He wanted to make sure 
the woman was saved. 

According to myfoxtwincities.com, St. 
Paul Fire Marshal Steven Zaccard said 
arson is to blame for the flames and crews 
are continuing to investigate the incident. 


Pet Wheelchair 


Employees at a Tampa, Florida, Home 
Depot helped add years to the life of Re- 
becca Pierce’s beloved pet. 

Fox News reported in early July that 
Pierce had been given bad news while 
visiting the veterinarian that her dog, a 
rat terrier named Wally, had become para- 
lyzed and lost the use of his back legs. She 
was devastated and immediately turned to 
the Internet for a solution. Online, she dis- 
covered that there were people who con- 
structed wheelchairs for dogs who lost the 
ability to use their legs. 

“IT saw people on YouTube making dog 
wheelchairs. I thought, he’s still in good 
spirits. He’s still happy. He’s eating, he’s 
drinking. I bet I could make one of those!” 
she laughed. That is when Pierce decided 
to visit her local Home Depot to purchase 
the necessary materials to try her hand at 
making a homemade wheelchair for Wally. 

But when Home Depot employees 
Debbie Klacynski and Greg Worrell met 
Pierce and Wally, they wanted to do all 
they could to help, and ultimately they 
took over the project, spending two hours 
constructing a wheelchair for Wally. “Re- 
becca was just really down. It was just, her 
day was done. This is her dog, all she had. 
It’s her love,” Worrell remembers. “And 
anything we could do to make it better, 
made our experience that much more.” 

The kindness did not end there. When 
Rebecca went to the register to pay for 
the materials and labor, the store manager 
refused to accept, asserting that the entire 
project was a donation. “She’s going to 
have an incredible amount of bills with 
this guy,” Klacynski explained. “This was 
an easy fix for us.” 

Pierce, moved by the immense generos- 
ity of these workers, says Wally is getting 
better at using his new set of wheels. Mi 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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While it’s true that immigrants have tremendously 
benefited this country, we should remember immigration 
missteps and not repeat them. 


by Jack Kenny 


ince 1607, when English settlers 
S™= settled in what became the 

Virginia colony, the number of 
foreign-born who came to America num- 
bered more than 42 million, John F. Ken- 
nedy wrote in A Nation of Immigrants, a 
book he had published in 1958 and was in 
the process of revising at the time of his 
death in 1963. In 1965, Congress passed 
an immigration reform law, in part as a 
memorial to the slain president who had 
championed that cause. Since then, some 
50 million foreign people have come to 
live in America. Some 40 million immi- 
grants, both legal and illegal, live in the 
United States today. In other words, the 
foreign-born population living here now 
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is nearly equal to all who immigrated here 
in the three-and-a-half centuries from the 
landing at Jamestown until 1960. Rough- 
ly half of them have come since 1990, a 
third since 2000, according to a report 
issued by the Federation for American 
Immigration Reform. An estimated 11 to 
12 million are here illegally. Due to immi- 
gration, both legal and illegal, combined 
with the declining birthrate among native- 
born Americans, 80 percent of population 
growth in the United States today is from 
the immigrant population, according to a 
study published by Negative Population 
Growth, Inc. 

The contributions of immigrants to 
American life are immeasurable. “We 
see it in religion, in politics, in business, 
in the arts, in education, even in athletics 
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How We Got Here 


iy There 


Here they came: Ellis Island was the famous 
point of entry for millions during the Great 
Wave of immigration, 1881-1924. 


and entertainment,” Kennedy wrote. “Ev- 
erywhere immigrants have enriched and 
strengthened the fabric of American life.” 
But, as he also noted, the nation no longer 
had the need nor the ability to adequately 
accommodate the massive waves of im- 
migrants that helped to settle this land and 
build its industrial base. “We no longer 
need settlers for virgin lands,” he wrote, 
“and our economy is expanding more 
slowly than in the 19th and early 20th 
centuries.” 

In fact, a consensus had been reached 
by the end of the 19th century that the 
nation needed to slow the rate of immi- 
gration, though for political reasons that 
effort was thwarted until World War I put 
a brake on immigration, and new limits 
were finally enacted in the early 1920s. 
For four decades, from 1924 to 1965, the 
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more modest flow of immigrants seemed 
to satisfy the American public and meet 
the needs of the newcomers as well. But 
the 1965 reform reopened the floodgates 
to legal immigrants, and the amnesty 
granted to illegal aliens during the Reagan 
administration in 1986 encouraged mil- 
lions beyond our borders to believe that 
if they could smuggle their way into the 
country and stay here long enough, they, 
too, might receive amnesty and never have 
to leave. 

Today, as the Congress and the presi- 
dent are bitterly divided over immigration 
reform and the granting of legal status and 
work permits to those who entered the 
country illegally, it is worth looking back 
on the history of immigration in America 
and taking into account some of the dis- 
tuptive influences massive numbers of 
even legal immigrants have had on Ameri- 
can social and economic life. 


From Too Few to Too Many 

The immigration problem for the sign- 
ers of the Declaration of Independence in 
1776 was that there was not enough of it. 
One of the charges against the British king 
in that document is: “He has endeavoured 
to prevent the population of these States; 
for that purpose obstructing the Laws for 
Naturalization of foreigners; refusing to 
pass others to encourage their migrations 
hither, and raising the Appropriations of 


Lands.” Nonetheless, the colonists, who 
numbered about 250,000 in 1700, wit- 
nessed the arrival of some 450,000 émi- 
grés from other nations by the time the 
colonists declared their independence of 
Great Britain. They came mainly from 
England, Germany, Scotland, and North- 
ern Ireland. Many of the early immigrants 
to America’s shores came to escape reli- 
gious persecution or criminal prosecution, 
others to leave conditions of poverty in the 
hope of finding greater economic opportu- 
nity in the New World. Those who could 
not afford the passage came as indentured 
servants to those who would pay their 
fare and employ them on their arrival. In 
a shameful chapter of American history, 
slaves from Africa were brought here in 
chains, as Congress did not ban the impor- 
tation of slaves until 1808. 

Most immigrants arrived in the equality 
of poverty, the famous French chronicler 
of American life, Alexis de Tocqueville, 
would later observe. “The happy and pow- 
erful do not go into exile,” he wrote in De- 
mocracy in America, “and there are no surer 
guarantees of equality among men than 
misery and misfortune.” Yet some persons 
of rank, de Tocqueville noted, were driven 
to America by political and religious quar- 
rels. “Laws were made to establish a grada- 
tion of ranks but it was soon found that the 
soil of America was opposed to a territorial 
aristocracy,” the French visitor wrote. 


Breeding bad working conditions: Sweatshop labor was the fate of many newcomers to 
America, as employers took advantage of foreign workers’ willingness to work for lower wages 
and in worse conditions than native-born Americans. 
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Frenchmen, Swedes, Poles, Dutchmen, 
Greeks, Russians, and others were among 
those who came to populate in the colonial 
era what is now the United States. When 
England conquered New Amsterdam, the 
future New York, “it offered citizenship to 
eighteen different nationalities,” Kennedy 
wrote. Four signers of the Declaration 
of Independence — Matthew Thornton, 
James Smith, George Taylor, and Edward 
Rutledge — were Irish immigrants. The 
document’s most oft-quoted phrase, that 
“all men are created equal,” is a paraphrase 
from the writing of Italian-born pamphle- 
teer Philip Mazzei, reputed to be a close 
friend of Jefferson. The Polish-born Thad- 
deus Kosciusko was a young engineer and 
an aide to General Washington when he 
drew up the plans that led to victory in the 
pivotal Battle of Saratoga. Count Casimir 
Pulaski rose to the rank of general in the 
Continental Army and organized his own 
Polish Legion before meeting his death 
in the Battle of Savannah. The colonists’ 
triumph in their war for independence 
came about with the help of the French- 
man Marquis de Lafayette, who played 
a leading role in the Battle of Yorktown, 
and Count de Rochambeau, who recruited 
more than 4,000 French volunteers. The 
multi-national effort that gained freedom 
and independence for a new nation also 
made that nation an attractive destination 
for future waves of immigrants. 


The Great Wave Cometh 

The next wave of immigration lasted 50 
years (1820-1870) and brought nearly 7.5 
million migrants to the new republic, with 
about a third coming from Ireland and 
another third from Germany. Expanding 
industries and internal projects such as 
railroad building spurred the demand for 
an enlarged labor pool. Some states and 
railroad companies sent agents overseas 
to recruit new settlers. French-Canadian 
immigrants came over the border into the 
New England states and Michigan, while 
the discovery of gold in California brought 
newcomers from as far away as China. 
Prospecting for gold was not as rewarding 
as imagined, however, and large numbers 
of Chinese immigrants were employed by 
the railroads, while others were hired as 
strikebreakers, thus sparking resentment 
toward the Asian immigrants among na- 
tive American workers. 
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Fitting in no more: Becoming an American was the goal of millions who came to the United 
States. Now many immigrants just want to live here without assimilating. 


There was opposition to other immi- 
grant groups as well, as many Americans 
saw imported workers as a threat to their 
own job opportunities and quest for a 
better life. Some resented the politics or 
religion of European immigrants, many 
of whom were Roman Catholics. By the 
middle of the century, the New Ameri- 
can Party, also called the Know Nothing 
Party, was demanding new laws making 
it harder for the foreign-born to become 
citizens. The party died out, but the con- 
cerns remained and grew during the third 
wave of immigration that brought nearly 
23.5 million foreign-born residents into 
the United States between 1881 and 
1920. Congress passed the Chinese Ex- 
clusion Act in 1882 and added beggars, 
contract workers, the mentally ill, and 
unaccompanied children to the list of un- 
acceptables. 

The third wave, often referred to as 
the Great Wave of immigration, drew 
widespread opposition from the begin- 
ning, when the year 1880 saw double 
the level of immigration over each of the 
previous four years. From 1881 to 1920, 
more than half a million immigrants a 


year, the majority of whom were Italians, 
Eastern Europeans, and Jews, arrived in 
the United States, increasing the nation’s 
population by nearly 23.5 million. In an 
effort to reduce the flow of new arrivals, 
the House of Representatives in February 
1897 voted 217-36 in favor of a bill re- 
quiring new immigrants to pass a literacy 
test. A week later the Senate approved the 
bill by a vote of 34-31. On March 2, two 
days before leaving office, President Gro- 
ver Cleveland vetoed the measure. The 
following year the Senate voted 45-28 
to restrict immigration, but the House of 
Representatives narrowly defeated the bill 
104-101. Like Sisyphus pushing the rock 
uphill, supporters of immigration restric- 
tion managed time and again to get legisla- 
tion approved by one house, only to have it 
defeated by the other or pushed back down 
the hill by a presidential veto. 

The popular narrative of the Great 
Wave that has become part of our na- 
tional folklore is that it gave rise to 
America’s greatness as a powerful na- 
tion, blending the sweat and the genius 
ofa racially and ethnically diverse popu- 
lation to give new meaning to our ideals 


The foreign-born population living here now is nearly equal to all 
who immigrated here in the three-and-a-half centuries from the 


landing at Jamestown until 1960. Roughly half of them have come 


since 1990. 
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of liberty and “democracy.” Restriction- 
ists in that retelling get lumped together 
with “nativists” and Know Nothings 
motivated by nothing more than big- 
otry against people who are “not like 
us.” But despite the success millions 
of immigrants made of their lives and 
the opportunities they passed on to their 
children, there was both more and less 
to the Great Wave than an uninterrupted 
chain of “rags to riches” stories. As Roy 
Beck described it in his 1996 book, The 
Case Against Immigration: 


Layer upon layer of family tales and 
national myths have obscured the 
fact that most of our ancestors who 
came during the Great Wave placed 
an enormous burden on the country. 
Large numbers didn’t learn the lan- 
guage and culture quickly; they were 
clannish and lived in ethnic enclaves; 
they remained poor, and their arrival 
was in numbers that were devastat- 
ing to many communities. For many 
immigrants themselves, life was a 
struggle for even a tenuous hold on 
the American dream. The “running 
sores” of immigration at the turn 
of the century were sweatshops, 
paupers, substance abuse, and fetid 
slums, according to immigration 
historian David Bennett of Syracuse 
University. 


American-born workers were, not sur- 
prisingly, opposed to competing with 
the cheap foreign labor that manufactur- 
ers were importing to fend off demands 
for higher wages, an eight-hour workday, 
or better working conditions. The Great 
Wave had a devastating effect on newly 
liberated slaves who had left the cotton 
fields of the South to seek employment in 
the industrialized North, only to find the 
job market saturated by imported work- 
ers. The opportunity for black Americans 
to gain hold of even the bottom rung of the 
American economic ladder was postponed 
for decades by the massive wave of new 
arrivals. 

In 1917, Congress enacted the require- 
ment that President Cleveland had vetoed 
20 years earlier, requiring that all adult 
immigrants be able to read and write. The 
bias in efforts to restrict immigration in 
that era may be found not in the limitations 
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on the numbers of people that might be 
admitted, but on their lands of origin. The 
new law excluded immigrants from most 
of Asia and most islands in the Pacific. 
The Immigration Act of 1924 established 
quotas limiting the number of immigrants 
from each country to the proportion of 
their respective nationalities among the 
white population of America according to 
the 1920 census. The formula ensured that 
most immigrants would be from northern 
and western Europe, primarily from Ire- 
land, England, and Germany. 


Family Unification 

That was the feature of immigration law 
that President Kennedy and other immi- 
gration reformers wanted to change in the 
1960s. The quotas left more slots for the 
favored countries than were being used, 
while leaving few openings for larger 
numbers of people in other lands awaiting 
their chance to enter. A policy of favoring 
white Europeans while restricting Asians 
and others to the back of the immigra- 
tion bus seemed inconsistent with the 
Civil Rights Act and the Voting Rights 
Act of the 1960s. “Everywhere else in 
our national life, we have eliminated dis- 
crimination based on national origins,” 
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the late president’s brother, Senator Rob- 
ert F. Kennedy of New York, said before 
the vote on the Immigration Act of 1965. 
“Yet this system is still the foundation of 
our immigration law.” While distributing 
the available slots more equitably among 
aspiring immigrants of many races and 
nations, the Johnson administration and 
congressional supporters of the legisla- 
tion said it would not appreciably affect 
the numbers of newcomers to our shores, 
which had stabilized at an average of 
178,000 a year since 1924. 

“Tt is a limited measure, since it does 
not make any substantial increase in the 
number of immigrants who can enter each 
year,” Senator Eugene McCarthy of Min- 
nesota said during the Senate debate. “The 
bill will not flood our cities with immi- 
grants,” said Senator Edward M. Kennedy 
of Massachusetts. “It will not upset the 
ethnic mix of our society.” 

So what happened? To appease those 
members of Congress who were less than 
thrilled at the prospect of increased im- 
migration from Third World countries, a 
provision was added to the law to facilitate 
“family reunification.” Since close to 90 
percent of Americans were of European 
descent, it was assumed that most immi- 
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grants arriving under the unification provi- 
sion would be from relatively small Euro- 
pean families. But it also opened the door 
to relatives of a large number of Asian and 
Caribbean refugees who had been admit- 
ted in the previous decade. And the law 
put no limit on the number of refugees 
from communist countries a succession of 
presidents were allowed to bring in as a 
Cold War policy. 

In the year following passage of the Im- 
migration Act of 1965, immigration rose 
from the 40-year average of 178,000 an- 
nually to 323,040. In 1967, it was 361,972. 
The new arrivals numbered 454,448 in 
1968. 

And the race was on. 


Reagan and Amnesty 

The United States now receives about 
one million immigrants a year, far more 
than are admitted to any other country. 
In addition, an estimated half-million 
people enter the country illegally each 
year. The gridlock in Congress over 
“comprehensive immigration reform” is 
due in large part to the fact that Congress 
and the White House tried that before. 
In 1986, Congress passed the immigra- 
tion bill that President Reagan urged 
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Lobbying for relief: As Americans and immigrants alike have relied on U.S. welfare programs to subsist because Americans are losing jobs to immigrants 
who will work for paltry wages, citizens in communities overwhelmed by immigration, both legal and illegal, have been rallying to limit immigration. 
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The Great Wave had a devastating effect on newly liberated slaves 
who had left the cotton fields of the South to seek employment in 
the industrialized North, only to find the job market saturated by 


imported workers. 


upon it, with the singular virtue that at 
least Reagan was candid enough to call 
it “amnesty.” It made legal 2.7 million of 
the estimated 3.2 million aliens then in 
the United States. Despite provisions re- 
quiring increased enforcement and fines 
for employers who hire illegal workers, 
illegal immigration continued to increase 
to the estimated 11 to 12 million illegal 
aliens in the country today. Such esti- 
mates may be low, based as they are on 
census figures and the calculation that 
only 10 percent of illegal aliens don’t 
fill out the census forms. A 2005 study 
by Bear Stearns pegged the number of il- 
legal residents at 20 million. Robert Jus- 
trich, co-author of the report, later told 
the Wall Street Journal, “The assumption 
that illegal people will fill out a census 
form is the most ridiculous concept I 
have ever heard of.” 

The economic law of supply and de- 


mand is not suspended by presidential 
edicts or legislative “reforms.” Adding 
millions to the pool of workers is bound 
to have a downward pull on wages, and 
it has contributed to the decline in real 
income, adjusted for inflation, of mid- 
dle-class wage earners since the early 
1970s. Employers can hire immigrants, 
especially illegal immigrants, for less 
than they would have to pay native-born 
Americans, and then claim that the fact 
that the jobs are filled by foreign workers 
is evidence that they are “jobs Americans 
won’t do.” That is true of professional 
as well as unskilled labor. Perhaps one 
reason college students today are said to 
be generally uninterested in careers in 
engineering is that so many engineering 
and technology jobs in America today 
are filled by people imported from other 
lands. With millions of American con- 
struction workers unemployed, construc- 


Painful policies: Even while government regulations make it increasingly more difficult and less 
profitable to open businesses and hire employees, many already-existing businesses rely on illegal 
immigrants to work off the books to make ends meet, leaving many Americans unemployed. 
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tion companies find it profitable to hire 
illegal aliens, with many reportedly paid 
“ander the table.” Half the construction 
jobs in Texas were filled by undocument- 
ed aliens, according to a report released 
last year by the Austin-based Workers 
Defense Project, based on a study done 
with researchers from the University of 
Texas-Austin. 

The influx of new residents from be- 
yond our borders also puts additional 
strains on taxpayer-provided funding 
for a wide variety of public-sector ser- 
vices and benefits, including schools, 
food stamps, healthcare, and welfare 
assistance for those underemployed or 
out of work altogether. The “safety net” 
provisions of America’s welfare state are 
among the attractions that draw people 
here from other lands. 


“E Pluribus Whatever” 

The problems are not only economic. 
They go to the heart of what it means to 
be a nation: sharing a common language, 
culture, moral and religious values, and a 
sense of being for all our differences, one 
people. Today there are immigrant groups 
that resist the idea of becoming Ameri- 
can, encouraged by our own as well as 
their native governments. At least three 
presidents of Mexico have declared that 
their nation extends beyond its borders. 
“You’re Mexicans — Mexicans who live 
north of the border,” President Ernesto 
Zedillo told an audience of Mexican- 
Americans in Dallas in 1995. 

Bilingual education is an old story as 
far as Spanish-speaking students are con- 
cerned, but the number of languages has 
multiplied over the years as the Ameri- 
can political and educational establish- 
ments have required driver’s licenses and 
school documents to be issued in enough 
languages to accommodate a virtual 
Tower of Babel. In a recent settlement 
with the U.S. Department of Justice, the 
Crestwood School District in Dearborn 
Heights, Michigan, has agreed to provide 
school documents in English and foreign 
languages, including Arabic. The text of 
the agreement was released in both Ara- 
bic and English. 

The motto of the United States used to 
be E Pluribus Unum — out of many, one. 
We have all but lost the “unum.” We may 
soon be losing the nation. Hi 
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Handicapped 
Man Kills Burglar 


The Greenville News reported on July 3 
that Easley, South Carolina, homeowner 
Orlandous Brown didn’t let being con- 
fined to a wheelchair prevent him from 
defending himself from an armed burglar. 
Brown’s friend Latisha Vernon called 
the Anderson County Sheriff’s Office to 
report that a burglary was taking place. 
Deputies arrived on the scene and were 
waved over by Vernon and her daughter, 
who were standing in Brown’s driveway. 
Authorities entered the home to discover 
both Brown and the intruder in the living 
room with gunshot wounds. The intruder 
was pronounced dead at the scene, and 
Brown was taken to a hospital for surgery 
for non-life-threatening wounds. 


Elderly Woman Attacked 
by Man She Tried to Help 


TwinCities.com reported on July 29 that 
a violent man savagely beat a 72-year-old 
homeowner before being shot to death by 
her son in northern Minnesota. Thirty-four- 
year-old Benjamin Beaudoin went to the 
woman’s residence, bleeding and asking 
for help late at night, and the good-hearted 
Ethel Himes let him into her house. Little 
did the woman know that Beaudoin was 
bleeding owing to injuries sustained just 
minutes earlier after attempting to force his 
way into another house in the area. 
Beaudoin had broken a door lock on a 
house nearby and then was confronted by 
the homeowner, who was armed with a 
shotgun and fought back. The homeowner 
used the shotgun to beat Beaudoin on the 
head repeatedly, with enough force to 
break the stock of the shotgun. The injured 
but crazed Beaudoin fled that house in his 
vehicle and soon found another house to 
target, this time pleading with the elderly 
homeowner to let him in. He threw Himes 
to the floor and began to choke her and si- 
multaneously pound her head on the floor. 
The woman’s son came to his mother’s 
aid, yelling for the deranged man to stop 
the attack, but Beaudoin would not halt. 
The woman’s son ran back to his bedroom 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
: “RENEE, —6——E~—eeee. 


to retrieve his own handgun, but Beaudoin 
pursued him. Beaudoin lunged at the son, 
but the son was able to fire the gun at him. 
The bullets found their mark, ending Be- 
audoin’s night of violence. 

Authorities arrived on the scene and 
transported Beaudoin to a nearby medi- 
cal center, where he was later pronounced 
dead. The Star Tribune quoted Brad 
Himes, Ethel’s 48-year-old son who fired 
the fatal shots: “I’m the son who did what 
had to be done.” Brad said his mother 
didn’t suffer any serious injuries from the 
incident and “we’re doing the best we can 
to get by.... Bad things happen. We just 
want to get over it.” 

Beaudoin’s sister released a statement 
saying that Beaudoin “struggled with a 
type of mental illness that was never posi- 
tively identified but that involved severe 
migraines and their powerful side effects.” 
The family believes that this illness cou- 
pled with Beaudoin’s sudden relapse into 
alcoholism were a volatile combination 
that ultimately led to that deadly night. 


Armed Doctor Ends 
Hospital Shooting Spree 


NBC reported on July 25 that a psychiat- 
ric patient’s deadly shooting spree was cut 
short by an armed doctor, Lee Silverman, in 
Delaware County, Pennsylvania. The gun- 
man was identified as Richard Plotts, who 
had come to the unit with his caseworker, 
53-year-old Theresa Hunt of Philadelphia. 
The two then proceeded to the third floor of 
the building, where they entered Dr. Silver- 
man’s office. Then things turned deadly. 

Witnesses say they heard a loud argu- 
ment before they heard gunshots. Plotts 
pulled out a gun and fatally shot Hunt, 
and then opened fire at Dr. Silverman. The 
bullet grazed the head of the psychiatrist, 
who had crouched down behind his desk to 
avoid being shot. Dr. Silverman was able to 
reach for his weapon, and exchange gunfire 
with Plotts. Plotts was struck three times 
in the upper torso. As the injured Plotts at- 
tempted to reload his gun, Dr. Silverman 
was able to flee the office while another 
doctor and caseworker tackled Plotts and 
wrestled the gun away from him. 


District Attorney Jack Whelan con- 
firmed that the shooting suspect had mul- 
tiple “turbulent interactions” with staff at 
the medical facility, including both the de- 
ceased case worker, Theresa Hunt, and Dr. 
Silverman. Whelan did say Dr. Silverman 
routinely carried a gun and had no specific 
fear of the suspect. Ironically, the hospi- 
tal’s policy bars anyone except on-duty 
law-enforcement officers from carrying 
weapons on campus and a hospital spokes- 
woman declined to discuss the reports that 
Dr. Silverman was armed at work. 

Many are grateful that Dr. Silverman 
didn’t follow hospital policy in that re- 
gard, especially since Plotts had dozens of 
bullets on him and apparently intended to 
kill many other people that day. Yeadon 
Police Chief Donald Molineux told the 
Daily Mail, “without a doubt, I believe 
the doctor saved lives.... Without that fire- 
arm, this guy [Plotts] could have went out 
in the hallway and just walked down the 
offices until he ran out of ammunition.” 
Plotts did have two other violent episodes 
in the past, slicing his wrists and threaten- 
ing suicide. Plotts also had prior run-ins 
with the law related to arrests for assault 
and federal bank robbery. Needless to say, 
Plotts, unlike Dr. Silverman, did not have 
a license for his weapon. 


Life of Crime Cut Short 


The Associated Press reported on August 4 
that a repeat offender made his last mistake 
in suburban Philadelphia. Twenty-two- 
year-old Daryl Evans was shot in a Nor- 
ristown home after he allegedly knocked 
on the door late at night and forced the 
resident to let him in at gunpoint. 
Unfortunately for Evans, the homeown- 
er had retrieved his own semiautomatic 
handgun before answering the door. When 
threatened, he quickly pulled it on Evans 
and shot him six times. Montgomery Coun- 
ty authorities discovered Evans dead at the 
scene. Police did note that Evans “had 
served a 20- to 40-month sentence on ag- 
gravated assault charges and was wanted on 
bench warrants in robbery and drug cases.” 
Police and prosecutors have concluded that 
the shooting was justified. Mi 
— PATRICK KREY 
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EPA Ramps Up War 
on Carbon Dioxide 


IremM: “For decades,” according to a 
CNN article dated June 2, “U.S. climate 
change policy amounted to a hypocrisy 
associated with bad parenting: ‘Do as I 
say, not as I do.’ That began to change 
Monday when President Barack Obamas 
administration announced its boldest step 
yet to reduce the nations biggest source 
of pollution blamed for global warming — 
carbon emission from power plants.” The 
article continued: “A proposed new Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency rule would 
reduce such emissions 30% by 2030, com- 
pared to the levels in 2005.” 
ITEM: An article on the website of the 
New Republic magazine on June 5, a 
piece arguing for the imposition of new 
federal EPA regulations on “greenhouse 
gases,” acknowledged: “The goal of these 
regulations is not to stop global warming, 
but to prove to the international communi- 
ty that the United States is ready to pay ad- 
ditional costs to combat climate change.” 
ITEM: In a July 28 piece published by 
“EPA Connect,” the “official blog of 
EPA’s leadership,” Administrator Gina 
McCarthy wrote: “The need for urgent 
action is clear. That’s why, as part of 
President Obamas Climate Action Plan, 
EPA proposed a Clean Power Plan to cut 
the harmful carbon pollution fueling cli- 
mate change from our largest source — 
power plants.” 

She said that EPA “wants to hear from 
you,” which is why hearings were being 
held. “We expect great feedback at these 
sessions. And unfortunately, we also expect 
a healthy dose of the same tired, false and 
worn out criticism that commonsense EPA 
action is bad for the economy. The truth 
is, we dont have to sacrifice a healthy 
economy for a healthy environment — the 
two go hand-in-hand. Just look at our his- 
tory: since EPA has existed we’ve cut air 
pollution by more than 70 percent, while 
GDP has tripled.” 

CORRECTION: The fact that the head of a 
major federal department apparently can’t 
tell correlation from causation from coin- 
cidence is hardly reassuring. One might 
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Poison? Under Administrator Gina McCarthy, the EPA is treating carbon dioxide as a poison, 
though it is a natural part of the environment, animals and humans breathe it out, and plants 


respond as if it’s airborne fertilizer. 


just as well argue that since EPA has exist- 
ed there have been several wars. More to 
the point, however, is the fact the economy 
has grown in spite of the best efforts of the 
agency to the contrary. 

Still, itis mighty generous of the admin- 
istrator, whose salary and those of her thou- 
sands of enforcers come from the sweat of 
the taxpayers, to allow a few members of 
the public to make some comments even 
though they are bound to involve “tired, 
false and worn out criticism.” Maybe those 
taxpayers will come up with fresh critiques 
after they have more time on their hands 
— such as when the regulations kill tens or 
hundreds of thousands of their jobs. 

Hoping to forestall that, a dozen states 
have sued the Environmental Protection 
Agency to try to derail the regulations 
that are supposedly aimed at “carbon 
pollution.” That is the au courant term 
in NPR and EPA circles for the color- 
less, odorless, tasteless substance that is 
breathed out with regularity by humans 
and is necessary for plant life, otherwise 
known as carbon dioxide (CO). What is 
being demonized by so-called liberals is 
not an environmental enemy, but rather a 
part of the environment. 

And what would happen to the world’s 
climate if the green dreamers got their 
wishes and all “carbon pollution” in the 
United States were to be banished with 


the flick of a progressive magic wand? 
Nothing of note. Nada. 

The head of the EPA has tried to justify 
such edicts — which were rejected by the 
elected representatives of the people — 
by puffing up their expected impact. Gina 
McCarthy has said, for instance, that by 
2030, the cutting of carbon-dioxide emis- 
sions because of the proposed regulations 
would be “like cancelling out annual car- 
bon pollution from two-thirds of all cars 
and trucks in America.” 

Paul Knappenberger, assistant director 
of the Center for the Study of Science at 
the Cato Institute, offers a clearer perspec- 
tive. What the agency boss did not say, he 
writes, is that according to the EPA’s own 
models, “two-thirds of all the cars and 
trucks in America contribute much less 
than one one-thousandth of a degree of 
global warming per year. This number is 
impressive as well — impressively tiny.” 

If one uses the assessments of the lat- 
est United Nations climate report — holy 
writ in the pews of green places of worship 
— and runs the numbers, one finds that 
the U.S. contribution to the century-long 
global emissions total might amount to 
an increased temperature of 0.14 degrees 
C or, more likely, a bump of around 0.10 
degrees C. Writing in U.S. News & World 
Report Online, Knappenberger points out 
that one-tenth of a degree represents 
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the most climate change that the 
Obama administration and the Envi- 
ronmental Protection Agency would 
be able to mitigate even if they were 
able to eliminate 100 percent of carbon 
dioxide emissions from existing coal- 
fired power plants and from everything 
else as well, including cars, trucks, 
lawnmowers, backyard propane grills, 
home furnaces, natural gas electrical 
plants and on and on. No matter how 
successful they are in reducing emis- 
sions, the impact on the weather and 
the climate from global to local scales, 
will be scientifically undetectable and 
environmentally meaningless. 


That said, the regulations will have major, 
and damaging, effects if they are imple- 
mented as proposed. There have been com- 
prehensive economic studies made of the 
projected consequences, including those 
made by the Heritage Foundation and by 
the U.S. Chamber of Commerce, with each 
using different parameters and premises to 


measure the results over time. The former 
study was cited not long ago by Represen- 
tative Mike Kelly (R-Pa.). The Heritage 
analysis, he noted, found that “the EPA’s 
anti-coal crusade could terminate 600,000 
American jobs by 2023 while dampening 
economic growth by more than $2 trillion.” 

Yet, some proponents argue that Ameri- 
cans should suffer to prove to “develop- 
ing” countries that it is evil to make eco- 
nomic advances. Does any sentient person 
really believe that such a gesture would 
halt such nations from trying to raise their 
standards of living? As Kelly put it in the 
Wall Street Journal: 


China and India, not the United 
States, are the biggest emitters of car- 
bon dioxide from coal. China alone 
has increased coal production by 
more than 24% since 2005, according 
to the Energy Information Adminis- 
tration, while the U.S. power sec- 
tor’s carbon emissions have declined 
by 15%. According to the National 
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Messing with middle America: Plans by Obama’s EPA to control carbon emissions will cost 
jobs and money everywhere they are enacted, but those sections of the country that reliably vote 
Democrat stand to be affected much less by the new rules. Coincidence? 
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Mining Association, a coal plant built 
today emits 90% fewer emissions 
than a plant built in the 1970s. That’s 
not clean enough for the EPA. 


Meanwhile, the U.S. Chamber of Com- 
merce commissioned a study by the In- 
stitute for 21st Century Energy, which 
found that the cumulative impact of the 
proposed regulations to the national 
economy could total some $859 billion 
by 2030 (or an average of more than $50 
billion every year). At the same time, the 
regulations “would result in a very slight 
reduction in carbon emissions, which 
would be overwhelmed by global in- 
creases.” The study concluded that there 
would be an average of 224,000 fewer 
American jobs every year through 2030. 

When Barack Obama was running for 
president, he vowed that “electricity rates 
would necessarily skyrocket” if he got his 
way. That much was true. He even ac- 
knowledged that “if somebody wants to 
build a coal plant, they can — it’s just that 
[it] will bankrupt them.” That too was part 
of the plan. 

However, the Congress did not buy into 
that suicide pact. After all, the lawmakers 
had to face the voters. Even the Demo- 
cratic Senate declined to go along with 
the “cap-and-trade” ploy pushed by the 
administration. 

Not willing to let legislation be handled 
by legislators, Obama then turned to the 
“regulatory branch” of government, which 
makes up rules and hands down diktats. 
These days, however, President Obama 
isn’t being as forthright about what the 
regulations will cost. He even claims that 
the electricity bills of Americans “will 
shrink as these standards spur investment 
in energy efficiency, cutting waste, and ul- 
timately, we’re going to be saving money 
for homes and businesses.” 

It seems we have heard such promises 
before. Wasn’t there some vow, repeated 
over and over, that if we liked our health 
insurance, we could keep it? That pledge 
has gone up in smoke. 

Keep in mind that the EPA’s war on 
coal and carbon, under the guise of “clean 
power,” is but one of its myriad efforts to- 
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ward rule or ruin. Here are two more ex- 
amples. The agency has another rule, nick- 
named the “Waters of the United States,” 
that would expand its authority, though of 
course the EPA denies that will be the re- 
sult. Farmers and others know differently, 
pointing to the extremely broad nature 
of the language. More than 260 lawmak- 
ers, from both the House and Senate and 
both major parties, have lined up against 
the EPA on this one. About 230 represen- 
tatives have written a letter explaining 
why. “The rule would place features such 
as ditches, ephemeral drainages, ponds 
(natural or man-made), prairie potholes, 
seeps, flood plains, and other occasion- 
ally or seasonally wet areas under federal 
control,” the House lawmakers wrote. 

As broad as that effort is and as far-reach- 
ing as the proposed carbon rules are, there 
is yet another regulation in the pipeline that 
would likely be even more costly. A new 
study by NERA Economic Consulting that 
was commissioned by the National Asso- 
ciation of Manufacturers has examined a 
new, much more stringent ozone standard 
that the Obama administration’s EPA wants 
to inflict on the economy. The study reveals 
that the rules could reduce U.S. GDP by 
$270 billion per year and $3.4 trillion from 
2017 to 2040. Millions of jobs would be 
placed at risk. The NAM estimates that this 
would be the most expensive regulation 
ever issued by the government. 

Little wonder that so many are skeptical 
when the president, completely reversing 
what he said previously, now claims that 
the bogus climate/carbon rules will save 
money. The forecast by the Institute for 
21st Century Energy sounds much more 
probable, given the sad track record of this 
administration. The study, entitled “Assess- 
ing the Impact of Potential New Carbon 
Regulations in the United States,” provides 


clear evidence that, even with imple- 
mentation features designed to keep 
compliance costs low, regulating CO, 
emissions at the thousands of existing 
fossil fuel-fired electricity generating 
plants in the United States under the 
CAA [Clean Air Act] leads to nearly a 
half trillion dollars in total compliance 
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because it claims CO, is causing deadly climate change, yet according to UN figures, if the United 
States eliminated all CO» from artificial sources, the effect would be undetectable. 


expense, peak GDP losses over $100 
billion, hundreds of thousands of lost 
jobs, higher electricity costs for con- 
sumers and businesses, and more than 
$200 on average every year in lower 
disposable income for families already 
struggling with a weak economy. 


When it comes to the additional projected 
costs for electricity, the analysis discov- 
ered that it would be customers in the 
South who would pay much more, both 
on average each year and in total, than 
elsewhere in the United States. While the 
analysis makes no mention of this, that re- 
gion is not generally enamored of the poli- 
cies of the Obama administration. This is 
undoubtedly a coincidence. 

This scheme for the economy did not 
spring — a la a Greek deity — from the 
head of Zeus. It’s more mundane than that: 
Think special interests. 

The Competitive Enterprise Institute, 
(CED among others, took particular note 
of a piece in the New York Times on July 
6 (“Taking Oil Industry Cue, Environmen- 
talists Drew Emissions Blueprint’). Citing 
that account, the CEI observed not long 
ago that the “Clean Power Plan was hidden 
from voters and contravenes congressional 
intent — but the EPA did not ignore all 
outside parties in crafting this policy. Three 


well-connected employees of the Natural 
Resources Defense Council (NRDC) wrote 
the Clean Power Plan’s ‘blueprint,’ accord- 
ing to the New York Times.” 

The brazen nature of the influence-ped- 
dling attracted attention on Capitol Hill, 
specifically the Senate Environment & 
Public Works Committee. The comments 
of Senator John Barrasso (R-Wy.) at the 
hearing were on the money. He cited the 
conclusion of the “newspaper of record,” 
that the Natural Resources Defense Coun- 
cil had an outsized role in developing the 
EPA’s new regulations to curb power plant 
emissions. He opened, saying: 


NRDC is a $120-million-a-year lob- 
bying machine, backed by Holly- 
wood elites. It is absolutely shameful 
to me that the EPA, under the di- 
rection of this administrator, would 
allow a team of lawyers and lobbyists 
to draft their regulations... 

EPA has decided to push a rule that 
was drafted behind closed doors by 
powerful, wealthy Washington law- 
yers and lobbyists at the NRDC. 


For the record, the EPA administrator calls 
these allegations “preposterous.” Some 
dare call it collusion. 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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BY ALEX NEWMAN 


High-level Hypocrisy on Ferguson 


uring a public state- 
ment issued on Au- 
gust 14, President 


Obama disparaged local 
police in Ferguson, Mis- 
souri, for the heavy-handed 
response to unrest following 
the shooting of 18-year-old 
Michael Brown. 

As usual, Obama tried 
to score political points by / | 
exploiting a tragedy his ad- 
ministration helped create. “I 
know that many Americans 
have been deeply disturbed 
by the images we’ve seen in 
the heartland of our country 
as police have clashed with 
people protesting,” the presi- 
dent said August 14 from Edgartown, Massachusetts, where he 
was once again on vacation. 

“There’s also no excuse for police to use excessive force 
against peaceful protests or to throw protesters in jail for lawfully 
exercising their First Amendment rights,” Obama said. “And here 
in the United States of America, police should not be bullying or 
arresting journalists who are just trying to do their jobs and report 
to the American people on what they see on the ground.” 

Few Americans would disagree with those statements. Across 
the country, people from all over the political spectrum reacted 
in horror at the scenes coming out of Ferguson — looting, ri- 
oting, lawlessness, and a massive police presence that looked 
more like an occupying military force on a Middle Eastern bat- 
tlefield than friendly local cops keeping order and peace in an 
American suburb. 

But it is the Obama administration that has done more to mili- 
tarize local law enforcement than perhaps any other administra- 
tion in U.S. history. Among the troubling schemes that have 
accelerated under the current occupant of the White House: 
providing even more “surplus” military weapons from the De- 
fense Department, and massive unconstitutional bribes from the 
Department of Homeland Security. Both schemes are aimed at 
federalizing and militarizing state and local police. The U.S. 
Constitution, of course, does not authorize any such programs. 

How did America end up with thousands of miniature armies 
as police departments, armed with armored personnel carriers, 
tanks, grenade launchers, machine guns, battle helicopters, mili- 
tary costumes, and more? The answer is simple: The federal 
government funded them, armed them, and now, in many re- 
spects, seeks to control them. And Obama has taken the pro- 
grams to unprecedented new heights, handing out billions of 
dollars worth of “weapons of war’ to local cops even while 
attacking the gun rights of Americans. 
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Then, perhaps following 
Obama’s lead, the UN in- 
jected itself into Ferguson’s 
affairs on August 18. “The 
secretary general is aware that 
U.S. federal authorities have 
announced an investigation 
into the killing of Michael 
Brown,” a spokesman for 
UN Secretary-General Ban 
Ki-moon’s office said during 
a press conference, reading 
from a prepared statement. 
“He hopes local and federal 
investigations will shed full 
light on the killing and that 
justice will be done.” 

Next, the UN chief offered 
some unsolicited advice for 
local police and authorities dealing with the situation in Ferguson: 
“The secretary general calls on the authorities to ensure that the 
rights to peaceful assembly and freedom of expression are pro- 
tected.... He calls on all to exercise restraint, [and] for law enforce- 
ment officials to abide by U.S. and international standards [sic] in 
dealing with demonstrators.” 

But the UN’s “international standards” are as different as night 
and day from “U.S. standards.” Consider, for example, the com- 
prehensive listing of government-granted privileges established in 
the UN’s so-called Universal Declaration of Human Rights. In Ar- 
ticle 29, the controversial document claims that purported “rights 
and freedoms” are “subject” to “such limitations as are deter- 
mined by law.” It also claims rights “may in no case be exercised 
contrary to the purposes and principles of the United Nations.” 

The latest UN meddling in U.S. affairs follows an increas- 
ingly aggressive campaign by the global outfit to influence do- 
mestic American policy — from the federal level down to local 
government. Less than two months ago, for example, the UN 
paraded swarms of self-styled “human rights experts” from the 
dictator-dominated outfit demanding that officials in Detroit ad- 
here to what they referred to as “international law.” Before that, 
the UN was meddling in the Trayvon Martin case, demanding 
investigations even while at least three were ongoing. 

Obama’s comments represent the height of hypocrisy. 
Thanks largely to the feds, police departments across America, 
which are supposed to be accountable to local communities 
rather than Obama or the federal government, have become 
dangerously militarized. And the UN is guilty of some of the 
worst human rights abuses in recent history, including raping, 
murdering, and terrorizing civilians around the world as part 
of “peacekeeping” missions. Once again, the high-level hy- 
pocrisy was, predictably, on full display in the response to the 
Ferguson shooting and its aftermath. 
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